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Vacaville 10:00 A.M., Wednesday, September 28, 2005
Vallejo Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Suisun City, CA
NO. ITEM
L CALL TO ORDER
II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA (10:00 - 10:05 a.m.)
IIL. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
IV. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC, AND STA STAFF

(10:05-10:10 a.m.)

V. CONSENT CALENDAR

Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one

motion.

(10:10 - 10:15 a.m.)

A. Minutes of the Consortium Meeting of
August 31, 2005~ Pg. 1
Recommendation:

Approve minutes of August 31, 2005.

B. STA FY 2005-06 Meeting Calendar - Pg. 7

Informational

C. Funding Opportunities Summary- Pg. 9

Informational

STAFF PERSON

John Harris, Chair

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Sam Shelton



VI

Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement- Pg. 19
Recommendation:

Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive
Director to execute the attached Solano Paratransit
Vehicle Lease Agreement.

Solano Paratransit Assessment Study — Pg. 25
Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:

1. Authorize the Executive Director to release a
Request for Proposals for the Solano Paratransit
Assessment Study.

2. Authorize the Executive Director to execute a
contract with a consultant for the Solano

Paratransit Assessment Study not-to-exceed
$35,000.

Final 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program
(CMP) - Pg. 27

Recommendation:

Recommend that the STA Board approve the Final 2005
Congestion Management Program and forward to MTC.

ACTION ITEMS

A.

Programming of the 2006 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP)

Recommendation:

Review and provide comments to MTC'’s draft 2006 RTIP
Policies and Procedures.

(10:15-10:25 am.) — Pg. 29

MTC’s T-2030 Plan — Review of “Calls to Action”
Proposals

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board authorizing
the Executive Director to transmit a letter requesting
amendments to MTC'’s Transportation 2030 Calls to Action
— High Priority Action Items and Work Plan as specified.
(10:25-10:30 a.m.) — Pg. 89

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards

Sam Shelton

Jennifer Tongson

Jennifer Tongson



VIIL

Countywide TLC Planning Grants for FY 2005-06
Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve
the following projects for FY 2005-06 Countywide

Transportation for Livable Communities Planning Funds as

specified:
1. City of Fairfield-Alan Witt Transportation Linkage
Design Project ($50,000)
2. City of Rio Vista-Waterfront Plan ($50,000)
3. City of Vacaville-Vacaville Creekwalk Extension
($25,000)
(10:35-10:40 am.) — Pg. 111

Legislative Update — September 2005 and Draft 2006
Legislative Priorities and Platform

Recommendation:

Forward the STA’s Draft 2006 Legislative Priorities and
Platform to the STA Board with a recommendation to
distribute for 30-day review and comment.

(10:40 — 10:45 a.m.) — Pg. 125

Marketing Consultant Services for STA, SolanoLinks,
and SNCI Marketing Plan 2006-2007 (Phase II) — Pg.
Recommendation:

Approve the following:

1. The proposed Marketing Plan (Phase II) for STA,
SolanoLinks Transit, and SNCI as specified in
Attachment A; and

2. Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to
authorize the Executive Director to release a
Request for Proposals (RFP) for a two-year

marketing consultant services contract in an amount

not to exceed $170,000.
(10:45 — 10:50 a.m.) — Pg. 139

INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Alternative Modes Fund Strategy
Informational (10:50 — 10:55 a.m.) — Pg. 145

Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearing for FY 2006-07
Informational (10:55 — 11:00 a.m.) — Pg. 151

Intercity Transit Funding Agreement
Informational (11:00 — 11:05 a.m.) — Pg. 153

Robert Guerrero

Jayne Bauer

Jayne Bauer

Robert Guerrero

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards



D. Rio Vista Intercity Transit Proposal John Andoh

Informational (11:05 - 11:10 am.) — Pg. 155 Rio Vista
E.  SNCI Monthly Issues Anna McLaughlin

Informational (11:10 — 11:15 a.m.) — Pg. 161
F. Local Transit Issues Group
VIII ADJOURNMENT

The next regular meeting of the STA SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium is
scheduled for 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, October 26, 2005.



IL.

I1I.

Agenda Item V. A
September 28, 2005

INTERCITY TRANSIT CONSORTIUM

Minutes of the meeting of
August 31, 2005

CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium was called to order
by Chair Harris at approximately 10:31 a.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority

Conference Room.

Consortium Present:

Also Present:

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

John Andoh
Jeff Matheson
George Fink
J.D. Lynd
Brian McLean
John Harris

Gian Aggarwal
Daryl Halls

Dan Christians
Elizabeth Richards
Anna McLaughlin
Jayne Bauer
Robert Guerrero
Jennifer Tongson
Johanna Masiclat

Benicia Transit

Dixon Readi-Ride
Fairfield/Suisun Transit
Rio Vista Transit
Vacaville City Coach
Vallejo Transit

City of Vacaville
STA

STA

STA/SNCI
STA/SNCI

STA

STA

STA

STA

On a motion by Jeff Matheson, and a second by George Fink, the SolanoLinks Intercity
Transit Consortium approved the agenda.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

None presented.



IV. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC, AND STA STAFF

Caltrans: None presented.
MTC: None presented.
STA: Elizabeth Richards announced the annual Unmet Transit Needs Public

Hearing scheduled 5:45 p.m. on Wednesday, December 7, 2005 at the
Suisun City Hall.

V.  CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Jeff Matheson, and a second by J.D. Lynd, the SolanoLinks Intercity
Transit Consortium unanimously approved the Consent Calendar.

Recommendation:
A. Approve Minutes of the Consortium Meeting of June 29, 2005.
B. STA Meeting Schedule Update
C. Funding Opportunities Summary
D. Bay Area Commute Profile Study
Informational
E. Route 30 Performance Update
Informational
F. Federal Legislative Update — August 2005

Informational

VI. ACTION ITEMS

AO

SAFETEA Third Cycle STP/CMAQ Funding Policies

Daryl Halls reviewed the policy issues and priorities being proposed by MTC for the
allocation of the Third Cycle funds. He cited that several CMA directors expressed
support at the August 1, 2005 meeting of the Partnership Board meeting for
dedicating the remaining $100 to $150 million in Third Cycle funds to increasing
the funding for three specific purposes: Local Streets and Roads Shortfall, Transit
Capital Shortfall, and CMA Planning Activities.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to request MTC dedicate additional
Third Cycle SAFETEA STP/CMAQ funds to Local Streets and Roads, Transit
Capital Replacement, and CMA Planning Activities.

On a motion by Jeff Matheson, and a second by George Fink, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium approved the recommendation.



Bay Area Partnership Board Membership

Daryl Halls outlined the process and eligibility criteria for adding new members to
the Bay Area Partnership Board. He cited that the City of Benicia’s request for
membership at the August 1, 2005 meeting was tabled to enable Solano County to
discuss the request in more detail at the Transit Consortium. He also noted that
based on MTC’s modified criteria for Partnership Board membership, all of Solano
County’s transit operators could be eligible to request membership on the
Partnership Board.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the Board pursuant to the following Bay Area
Partnership Board memberships:

1. Support the Bay Area Partnership Board membership request for Benicia
Transit and Fairfield/Suisun Transit Operators as recommended by the
Transit Consortium and the STA TAC.

2. Support adding to the Bay Area Partnership Board a public works director
representing the public works directors for the County of Solano.

On a motion by George Fink, and a second by John Andoh, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium unanimously approved the recommendation to include
modifications shown above in bold italics.

Amendment of State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Proposed Funding Plan
for FY 2005-06 and FY 2006-07

Elizabeth Richards outlined additional requests received for the STAF project lists
to include $60,000 by the City of Fairfield for a consultant to study the location and
various others aspects of the Fairfield’s Central Transit Station, $12,000 by STA to
amend the Safe Routes to School/Transit study contract; and $10,000 by STA for an
amendment to the existing consultant contract to incorporate modeling needs for the
Auburn to Oakland Commuter Rail Study.

Recommendation:

Recommend to the STA Board to approve an amendment to the FY 2005-06 STAF
project list on Attachment D and the preliminary FY 2006-07 STAF project list on
Attachment E.

On a motion by John Andoh, and a second by Jeff Matheson, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium approved the recommendation.

2006 STIP Programming

Jennifer Tongson reviewed the current summary of STIP County Shares as well as
the updated 2006 STIP County Shares (RTIP only), which was distributed at the
meeting. She noted that STA staff is proposing a fund strategy to “replace” the
STIP funds with funds from the upcoming SAFETEA Cycle 3 STP funds for local
road rehabilitation. She added that Solano County is expected to receive
approximately $4.6 million in STP funds for Local Streets & Roads (LS&R) from
SAFETEA Cycle 3. She stated that staff is proposing to replace the $2 million in
LS&R projects with $2 million of STP funds.
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Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:
1. Approve the fund strategy to replace the $2 million in STIP funds for
specified local streets and road projects with $2 million in SAFETEA Cycle
3 funds for the same specified local streets and roads projects; and
2. Review and comment on the updated STIP funding program (to be provided
under separate cover).

On a motion by Jeff Matheson, and a second by John Andoh, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium approved the recommendation.

State Legislative Update — August 2005

Jayne Bauer outlined four bills concerning vehicle registration fees that would make
funds available for transportation or other related projects. The bills cited were SB
658 (Kuehl)-Bay and Coastal motor vehicle mitigation program, SB 680 (Simitian)-
Congestion Management and Transportation Improvements: Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority, AB 1208 (Yee)-Local vehicle registration fee: San
Francisco, and AB 1623 (Klehs)-Management of Traffic Congestion and
Environmental Mitigation of Transportation in Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin,
Napa, and Sacramento Counties.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt a Watch position on the
following:

1. SB 658 (Kuehl)

2. SB 680 (Simitian)

3. AB 1208 (Yee)

4. AB 1623 (Klehs)

On a motion by George Fink, and a second by Jeff Matheson, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium approved the recommendation.

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium 2005 Work Plan Mid-Year Status Update
Elizabeth Richards provided a status summary of the 2005 Work Plan Mid-Year.
She outlined eight major tasks recommended to be priorities for the remaining
calendar year.

Recommendation:
Recommend to the STA Board to:
1. Review and approve the mid-yearTransit Consortium Work Plan Status
Update.
2. Add additional task to Consortium Work Plan: Initiate Solano Paratransit
Assessment Study.

On a motion by George Fink, and a second by Brian McLean, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium approved the recommendation.



VIIL

IX.

INFORMATION ITEMS

A.  Status of SR 12 Transit Corridor Study
Dan Christians noted that after input is received from the third public meeting of
August 29 and the next SR 12 Steering Committee (September 16), final revisions
will be made to the report to complete the proposed service plan, phasing, cost
estimates and a funding plan.

B.  Update of Small UZA Payback Plan
Elizabeth Richards informed the Consortium that Caltrans has not given any
indication that they will pursue “repayment” from the Bay Area small operators.
She cited that STA would continue to work with MTC to monitor the situation.

C.  Status of Pedestrian Priority Projects
Robert Guerrero informed the TAC that PAC members are reviewing the current
list of pedestrian projects and will begin to prioritize the projects over the next few
months. He noted that field visits with project sponsors will be scheduled in early
September 2005 to provide a brief overview of the project area, description of
project need, and a description of vision for the proposed pedestrian facility
improvements.

D.  SNCI Fall Campaign — Great Race for Clean Air
Anna McLaughlin reported on a new regional campaign promoted by the Bay Area
Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). She cited that the Great Race for
Clean Air is an effort to encourage individuals to use four modes in four weeks
during the month of September and be eligible to win prizes.

E.  SNCI Monthly Issues
Anna McLaughlin highlighted transit schedules, Partnership’s Regional Transit
Marketing Committee (RTMC), Welfare to Work (Solano), and promotions.

F. Local Transit Issues
The cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, and Vacaville reported on local
transit issues.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 12:05 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled
for Wednesday, September 28, 2005 at 10:00 a.m. in the STA Conference Room.






Agenda Item V.B
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Acting Clerk of the Board
RE: STA FY 2005-06 Meeting Calendar

Background:
Attached is the updated STA meeting calendar for FY 2005-06 that may be of interest to

the Consortium.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. STA FY 2005-06 Meeting Calendar



ATTACHMENT A
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Agenda Item V.C
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 22, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

RE: Funding Opportunities Summary

The following funding opportunities will be available to STA member agencies during the
next few months. Also attached are summary fact sheets for each program. Please distribute
this information to appropriate departments within your jurisdiction.

Fund Source Application Available From Application Due

San Francisco Bay Trail Grant | Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail Open until all funds are

Program (510) 464-7909 allocated
California State Parks, David Smith, Cal DPR,
Habitat Conservation Fund (916) 651-8576 Due October 3, 2005
California State Parks, David Smith, Cal DPR,
Recreational Trails Program (916) 651-8576 Due October 3, 2005
Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grant —
Environmental Justice / Norman Dong, Caltrans Due October 14, 2005
o . (916) 651-6889
Context Sensitive Planning
for Communities
Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grant — Stuart Mori, Caltrans,
Community-Based (916) 651-8204 Due October 14, 2005
Transportation Planning
Caltrans Transportation .
Planning Grant — Gartl(lgl-llgy lglslzsjgclz;lstrans, Due October 14, 2005
FTA 5313(b) Transit Planning
Caltrans Transportation .
Planning Grant — Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Due October 14, 2005
. . (916) 654-8175
Partnership Planning
Elizabeth Train, Bikes
Bikes Belong Grant Program Belong Coalition, Due November 28, 2005
(303) 449-4893




FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

San Francisco Bay Trail Grant Program

The application period is open until all funds are allocated

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the San Francisco Bay Trail Grant Program is intended to assist
jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer
questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project
applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Cities, counties, special districts, state government agencies, federal
government agencies, land trusts, non-profit organizations are
eligible to apply.

Program Description: This is a grant program to aid in trail planning and construction

projects that complete gaps in the Bay Trail.

Funding Available: $3,800,000 is available from Proposition 40 to fund projects that
complete the Bay Trail. There is no minimum or maximum grant.
Previous grants range from $14,000 to $500,000.

Eligible Projects: Maximize development of new trail miles by:
e  Planning Studies
e Trail Design Work
o  Feasibility Studies
e Construction of new Bay Trail Segments and associated

amenities (50% match is competitive for construction)
Previously awarded Solano Projects:
* Benicia State Recreation Area Bay Trail ($100,000)
e Solano Countywide Trails Plan ($46,000)
* Mitigation projects and permit work are not eligible. Projects
funded under this grant must be able to demonstrate that all
proposed work will be completed by no later than June 30, 2007.

Funding Contact: Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail, (510) 464-7909

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

California State Parks
Habitat Conservation Fund

Applications due October 3, 2004

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the California State Parks’ Habitat Conservation Fund is intended to assist
Jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer
questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project
Sponsors:

Program Description:

Funding Available:

Examples of Previous
Awards:

Further Details:

Program Contact
Person:

STA Contact Person:

Cities, counties and districts are eligible to apply.

Funded as part of the California Wildlife Protection Act of 1990 to
protect wildlife and educate the public about wildlife.

$2 million is available under the program. A 50% state / 50% local
match is required. This can be made with non-state dollars, in-kind
contributions, or property made available as part of the acquisition
project.

Acquisition and restoration of habitat

¢ City of Vacaville — Pleasants Valley Encinosa Acquisition
$250,000, FY 04/05

¢ City of Vacaville - Ulatis Creek $72,000, FY97/98; $86,000 &
$54,000, FY 96/97

e Wildlife/Interpretive/Educations trails
City of Sacramento — William Land Park Rec Trail $122,000
FY 04/05

http://www.parks.ca.gov —“Grants and Bond Acts”

David Smith, Cal DPR, (916) 651-8576, dsmith@parks.ca. gov

Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075,
sshelton@sta-snci.com

11



51Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

California State Parks
Recreational Trails Program

Applications due October 3, 2004

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the California State Parks’ Recreational Trails Program is intended to assist jurisdictions
plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions regarding this
funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors:  Cities, counties, districts, state agencies and nonprofit organizations with
management responsibilities over public lands.

Program Description: The Recreational Trails Program provides funds annually for recreational
trails and trails-related projects.

Funding Available: About $2.2 million per year will be available for non-motorized projects and
about $1.0 million for motorized projects based on the federal Fiscal Year
2003 appropriation. Minimum match of 20%.

Eligible Projects: ¢ Maintenance and restoration of existing recreational trails

(motorized projects only);

¢ Development and rehabilitation of trailside and trailhead facilities
and trail linkages for recreational trails;
(Central County Bikeway Gap Closure, Suisun City, $160,000,
FY 04/05)

¢ Purchase and lease of recreational trail construction and
maintenance equipment (motorized projects only);

¢ Construction of new recreational trails (see Procedural Guide for
more information;

* Acquisition of easements and fee simple title to property for
recreational trails or recreational trail corridors;

¢ Operation of educational programs to promote safety and
environmental protection as those objectives relate to the use of
recreational trails (motorized projects only).

Further Details: http://www.parks.ca.gov —p “Grants and Bond Acts”

Program Contact Person: David Smith, Cal DPR, (916) 651-8576, dsmith@parks.ca.gov

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075,
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
Environmental Justice: Context-Sensitive Planning for Communities

Applications due October 14, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant Environmental Justice - Context - Sensitive
Planning for Communities is intended to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program.
STA staff is available to answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on
potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: ~ Applicants: Cities, counties, transit districts and Native American Tribal
Governments.
Sub-applicants: Non-profits, Community Based Organizations, Local
Transportation Commissions, etc.

Program Description: Funds projects that promote public participation in planning to improve
mobility, access, equity, affordable housing, and economic opportunities for
low-income, minority and Native American communities.

Funding Available: $1.5 million from the State Highway Account for FY 05/06. Maximum
grant amount is $250,000. A local match equal to 10% of the grant request
is required, of which half may be in-kind.

Eligible Projects: e Identify and involve under-represented groups in planning and
project development.

¢ Planning and Safety improvements for pedestrians and bicycles

o (Fruitvale Alive!/City of Oakland - $170,100, FY 03/04)
¢ Developing Guidelines and supporting information for EJ element of
a General Plan
o (South Sacramento Community Plan Update - $237,960,
FY 03/04)
e Transportation Projects in underdeveloped rural agricultural areas
o (Le Grand, Circulation Plan - $68,400, FY 03/04)

e Transportation Planning that enhances the business climate,
affordable housing, and economic development in under-served
communities development

o (Monument Corridor Marketing and Outreach Project,
Central Contra Costa Transit Authority - $87,200, FY
05/06)

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm
Program Contact Person: Norman Dong, Caltrans, Norman_dong@dot.ca.gov (916) 651-6889

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075, sshelton@sta-snci.com
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Solano Cransportation AAudhotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
Community-Based Transportation Planning

Applications due October 14, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant — Community-Based Transportation Planning
is intended to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to
answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors:  Cities, counties, transit districts and Public Entities. Sub recipients: Non-
profits, Private Sector entities, Universities, etc.

Program Description: Funds transportation and land use planning that promote public participation
and support livable community concepts.

Funding Available: $1.5 million from the State Highway Account for FY 05/06. Maximum
grant amount is $250,000. A local match equal to 20% of the grant request
is required, of which half may be in-kind.

Eligible Projects: Projects should involve conceptual-level planning and design activities that
encourage community stakeholder collaboration and promote livable
community concepts.

Example FY 05/06 Recipients:
Los Rios Transportation Connections, Sacramento County - $119,450
Santa Rosa Citywide Creek Master Plan, Sonoma County - $110,000

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm

Program Contact Person: Stuart Mori, Caltrans, stuart_mori@dot.ca.gov (916) 651-8204

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075, sshelton@sta-snci.com
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
FTA 5313(b) Transit Planning

Notice of Intent due to MTC by September 14, 2005
Applications for review by MTC need by September 30, 2005
Complete applications due to Caltrans on October 14, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant — FTA 5313(b) Transit Planning is intended to assist
Jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions regarding this
funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: MPOSs/RTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients. Contact MTC for
their sub-recipient process details.

Program Description: Statewide Transit Planning Studies: Funds studies that reduce urban transportation
needs and improve transit on a statewide or multi-regional level.
Transit Technical Planning Assistance: Funds public intermodal transportation
planning studies for rural transit service (Population of 50K or less).
Transit Professionals Development: Fund training and development of transit
planning professionals and students.

Funding Available: 11.47% non-Federal funds or in-kind local match required for all grants.
$1.850 million from FTA Section 5313(b) for FY 05/06 (with last cycle examples):

Statewide Transit Planning Studies: $950,000 available with a grant cap of
$350,000. (SRTP, County of Sacramento, $56,000)

Transit Technical Planning Assistance: $750,000 available with a grant cap of
$100,000. (Community Transit Connections Study, Yolo/SACOG/Unitrans
$14,150). (Northern Napa Valley Transportation Assistance Plan, $45,000)

Transit Professionals Development: $150,000 available with a grant cap of $50,000.
(Citywide Transportation Hazard Elimination Plan, Contra Costa, $45,000).

Eligible Projects: Statewide Transit Planning Studies: GIS development, transit oriented development
studies, transit planning and development tools and models.
Transit Technical Planning Assistance: Short-range transit development plans,
ridership surveys, and transit coordination studies.
Transit Professionals Development: Training manuals and internships.

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/tpp/grants.htm
MTC contacts: Lisa Klein (510) 817-5832, Nancy Okasaki (510) 817-5759

Program Contact Person: Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Garth_Hopkins@dot.ca.gov (916) 654-8175

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075, sshelton(@sta-snci.com
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
Partnership Planning

Notice of Intent due to MTC by September 14, 2005
Applications for review by MTC need by September 30, 2005
Complete applications due to Caltrans on October 14, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant — Partnership Planning is intended
to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to
answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project
applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors:  MPOs/RTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients.
Contact MTC for their sub-recipient process details.

Program Description: Funds statewide planning studies that are jointly performed by
Caltrans and MPOs/RTPAs.
Funding Available: $950,000 in FHWA State Planning and Research funds available in

FY 05/06. Maximum grant amount is $300,000. 20% non-federal
funds or in-kind local match required.

Eligible Projects: o Regional transportation planning studies (Statewide / Multi-
Regional) ’
o Land Use/ Smart Growth Studies
o Corridor studies
(Smarter Growth Along the I-80 Capitol Corridor,
MTC/SACOG - $300,000)
o Intermodal Facilities

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm

Program Contact Person:  Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Garth_Hopkins@dot.ca.gov
(916) 654-8175

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075,
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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51Ta

Solano Lransportation Audhotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Bikes Belong Grant Program

Due by November 28, 2005
TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Bikes Belong Grant Program is intended to assist jurisdictions plan
projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions
regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Cities and the County of Solano are eligible.

Program Description: Bikes Belong is offering grants to address four specific
goals: Ridership growth, leveraging funding, building
political support, and promoting cycling.

Funding Available: Grants are available up to $10,000. This program is
intended to provide funding for local matches for larger
fund sources.

Eligible Projects: Eligible projects include bicycle facility improvements,
education, and capacity projects.

Previously Funded Projects: ¢ North-South Greenway, Marin County, $10,000
e Sacramento Area Bike Trails, Sacramento Area
Bicycle Advocates, $10,000
¢ YMCA City Bike Education Program, San
Francisco, $5,000

Funding Contact: Elizabeth Train, Grants Program Administrator
Bikes Belong Coalition
http://bikesbelong.org
1245 Pearl Street, Suite 212
Boulder, Colorado 80302-5253
(303) 449-4893

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075
sshelton(@sta-snci.com
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Agenda Item V.D
September 28, 2005

~«»*@”Mw
DATE: September 16, 2005
TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement

Background:
Fairfield-Suisun Transit (FST) operates Solano Paratransit on behalf of the Solano

Transportation Authority (STA). Solano Paratransit operates Monday-Saturday
providing intercity Paratransit service between the cities of Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista,
Suisun City, Vacaville, and the unincorporated areas in the central and eastern portion of
Solano County.

Solano Paratransit is funded by Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds from
Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and the County of Solano. Over the
years, the STA has secured a variety of other funds for this service including 5310 grants
for new buses and Regional Paratransit State Transit Assistance Funds. The STA owns
the vehicles used to deliver Solano Paratransit service.

A multi-year agreement was approved by the STA Board in June 2005 and has been fully
executed. An updated multi-year funding agreement has been under development for the
funding distribution beyond FY 2005-06 and will be brought forward by the end of the
calendar year to the Consortium, TAC, and the STA Board.

Discussion:

The Solano Paratransit agreement between the STA and Fairfield-Suisun Transit (FST)
covers the timeframe from FY 2005-06 through FY 2007-08 with an option to extend the
contract for 2 additional years. The agreement provides guidance on the roles and
responsibilities of the two agencies. In brief, FST operates the service in concert with its
local Paratransit service (DART) and subsidized taxi program. The STA provides the
vehicles, general oversight and coordinates funding for the service.

Each year the Solano Paratransit vehicles are inspected by the California Highway Patrol
(CHP). This is done at the time when FST’s DART vebhicles are inspected. Because the
title of the nine Solano Paratransit vehicles are held by the STA, the CHP has to prepare
two vehicle inspection reports. The CHP and FST have requested that the fleets been
aligned to simplify the inspection process. If FST leases the vehicles from the STA, then
they can be assigned the same CA number and satisfy the CHP. The entire fleet would be
leased to FST for $1. Conditions have been placed in the agreement (attached) that
specify under what conditions the vehicles can be used and that they must be returned in
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good condition if FST is no longer the provider of the service. This Vehicle Lease
agreement will be in effect for as long as FST operates the service. This agreement is
related, but not an amendment, to the multi-year Solano Paratransit Agreement.

Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to execute the attached
Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement.

Attachment:
A. Proposed Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement
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ATTACHMENT A

THIS VEHICLE LEASE AGREEMENT dated the 31% day of August. 2005 BETWEEN:

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a joint powers authority,
(hereinafter called "STA")

OF THE FIRST PART
AND:

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, a municipal corporation,
(hereinafter called "City") :

OF THE SECOND PART

A. WHEREAS the City is desirous of leasing from STA the vehicles and equipment
described in the list attached hereto as Schedule "A" (hereinafter collectively called the

"equipment").
B. AND WHEREAS STA owns the equipment.

THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH that for good and valuable consideration, the parties
hereto agree and covenant as follows:

1. LEASE STA hereby agrees to lease to the City and the City hereby agrees to lease
from STA the equipment, together with all accessories, additions, repairs and
replacement parts affixed thereto, now or in the future.

2. RENT The City agrees to pay to STA the sum of One Dollar ($1.00) forthwith and
such payment shall be the rental charges payable by the City to STA in respect of the
equipment.

3. TERM The term of this Lease Agreement shall commence on the date hereof and
shall be terminated on that date of the following events first to occur:
a) That date being thirty (30) days after the City has delivered to STA written
notice of its intention to terminate this Lease Agreement; or
b) That date being thirty (30) days after STA has delivered to the City written
notice of its intention to terminate this Lease Agreement; or
¢) That date which STA and the City mutually agree shall be an effective date of
termination of this Lease Agreement.

4. ACCEPTANCE The City acknowledges that it has inspected the equipment and
accepts the equipment as being in a good state of repair, except to the extent that the
City notifies STA in writing within ten (10) days of delivery (manufacturer’s latent defects

included).
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5. USE The City shall use the equipment only for the operation of Solano Paratransit and
other services approved by STA. The City shall observe and adhere to all applicable
operating procedures and guidelines, which relate to the use of the equipment.

6. LOCATION The City shall cause the equipment to remain situate in the paratransit
service area, and the City shall not remove the equipment from the said paratransit
service area without the prior written consent of STA.

7. OWNERSHIP Title to and ownership of the equipment shall at all times be and remain
in the name of STA and the City shall have no right of property therein, except the right
to use the equipment in accordance with the terms of this Lease Agreement.

8. REPAIRS The City shall maintain and keep the equipment in good condition and
repair to the satisfaction of STA.

9. INSPECTION STA shall have the right to inspect the equipment, without prior notice,
at all reasonable times during the term of this Lease Agreement.

10. ALTERATION The City shall not alter or add or allow any other party to alter or add
to the equipment in any way without the prior written approval of STA. Any alterations, or
additions to the equipment, which are approved by STA, shall become and remain the
property of STA. The City shall not permit any advertising to be posted on the exterior or
the interior of the equipment, save and except as provided for in the Fairfield/Suisun
Transit Advertising Policy and/or advertising requested and approved by STA.

11. MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION The City shall be responsible for ensuring that the
equipment is maintained in compliance with California State Law. The City shall be
responsible for ensuring the equipment is submitted for inspections pursuant to the
provisions of California Vehicle Code, if so required by said provisions.

12. LOSS OR DAMAGE The City assumes and shall bear the entire risk of loss or
damage to the equipment. No loss or damage to the equipment or any part thereof shall
affect or impair any of the obligations of the City hereunder, and this Lease Agreement
shall continue in full force and effect notwithstanding such loss or damage to the
equipment. The City shall insure the equipment according to the laws in force and effect
in the State of California and such provisions shall be incorporated into the terms and
conditions of this Lease Agreement. The City shall punctually pay all insurance
premiums when due in respect of any policies of insurance purchased by it or the
operating contractor and the City shall provide STA with copies of certificates of such
insurance policies. In the event of loss or damage of any kind whatsoever to the
equipment, the City shall forthwith comply with the reporting procedures in respect of
such loss or damage as established by STA. STA at its sole discretion may either
replace the lost or damaged equipment or alternatively direct the City to repair the
damaged equipment, and the City shall comply with such direction.

13. SURRENDER Upon the termination of this Lease Agreement, the City shall forthwith
return the equipment to STA in good condition and repair, ordinary wear and tear
resulting from the proper use of the equipment excepted, and the City shall, at its cost,
return the equipment to STA at a destination designated by STA, and if the City fails to
so deliver the equipment within one (1) week from the termination of this Lease
Agreement, STA shall have the right to enter upon the premises where the equipment
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may be, and take possession of and remove it at the City’s expense, all without legal
process. The City covenants that, upon termination of this lease or upon surrender of the
equipment for any other reason:

a) The equipment shall be in good condition and repair;

b) The records for mechanical repairs shall accompany each vehicle;

c) Average tire tread depth for all tires shall not be less than 8mm (10/32"), and;

d) The City shall maintain insurance coverage in accordance with the provisions of
Section 12 herein during the period of time that the equipment is being
transferred to STA, notwithstanding that this Lease Agreement may be
terminated.

14. LIENS AND CHARGES The City shall, at all times, keep the equipment free from all
levies, liens and encumbrances whatsoever and shall pay all license fees, registration
fees and assessments, charges and taxes, which may be now or hereafter imposed
directly upon the ownership, leasing, rent, possession or use of the equipment. If the
City fails to pay any such levies, liens, encumbrances, assessments, charges or taxes,
STA may pay the same and in such event the costs thereof, together with interest
calculated monthly at a rate equivalent to the prime rate established by LIBOR on the
first day of each month, plus two (2%) percent per annum, shall forthwith be due and
payable by the City to STA. Non-payment of such costs by the City to STA forthwith
upon demand by STA shall be deemed to be a default under this Lease Agreement.

15. WARRANTIES The City acknowledges that STA makes no warranties, either
express or implied, as to any matter whatsoever, including without limiting the generality
of the foregoing, the condition of the equipment nor its merchantability nor its fitness for
-any particular purpose.

16. ASSIGNMENT, SUB-LEASE The City shall not transfer, deliver up possession of, or
sublet the equipment, and the City’s interest in this Lease Agreement shall not be
assignable by the City without prior written consent of STA; but nothing herein contained
shall prevent STA from assigning, pledging, mortgaging, transferring or otherwise
disposing, either in whole or in part, of STA’s right hereunder.

17. INDEMNIFICATION The City shall indemnify STA against, and hold STA harmless
from any and all claims, actions, suits, proceedings, costs, expenses, damages and
liabilities including the costs arising out of, connected with or resulting from the
equipment including without limitation the installation, possession, use, operation or
return of the equipment or otherwise on account of any personal injury or death or
damage to property occasioned by the operation of the said equipment during the term
hereby granted.

18. DEFAULT Notwithstanding Section 3, the City covenants and agrees that STA shall
have the right to cancel and terminate this Lease Agreement forthwith by reason of any

one or more of the following events:

a) If the City fails to perform any of the terms, conditions, covenants and provisos
contained in this Lease Agreement which on its part are to be observed and
performed.

b) If the City uses any equipment included in this Lease Agreement unreasonably or
abusively resulting in damage to such equipment or an abnormal reduction in the
life of the equipment or any part thereof.
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19. TERMINATION Upon the termination of this Lease Agreement, the City shall
forthwith return to STA all items of equipment as referred to herein and the City shall be
liable to STA for damages and costs which STA may sustain by reason of the City’s
default of this Lease Agreement, including, without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, all legal fees and other expenses incurred by STA in attempting to enforce the
provisions of this Lease Agreement or to recover damages for default under this Lease
Agreement, or to recover any equipment not forthwith returned by the City to STA.

20. WAIVER No covenant or proviso contained in this Lease Agreement to be performed
by the City may be waived by STA, except by prior written consent of STA, and any
forebearance or indulgence by STA in this regard shall not constitute its waiver of such

covenant or proviso to be performed by the City.

21. TIME OF THE ESSENCE Time is to be of the essence of this Lease Agreement and
each and all of its provisions.

22. INTERPRETATION lt is hereby agreed by and between the parties hereto that
wherever the singular or masculine is used throughout this Lease Agreement, the same
shall be construed as meaning the plural or the feminine or body corporate or politic
respectively and vice versa, where the context or the parties hereto so require and in the
case where more than one City is a party hereto, the liability of each City shall be joint

and several.

23. GOVERNING, LAW This Lease Agreement shall be interpreted and enforced in
accordance with the laws of the State of California.

24, EXECUTORS, ADMINISTRATORS AND ASSIGNS This Lease Agreement shall
ensure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto, and their respective
heirs, executors, administrators, successors and permitted assigns.

Solano Transportation Authority, City of Fairfield,

a joint powers authority a municipal corporation

By By
Daryl K. Halls Kevin O’Rourke
Executive Director City Manager
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Agenda Item V.E
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Solano Paratransit Assessment Study

Background:
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) administers and Fairfield-Suisun Transit

(FST) operates Solano Paratransit. Solano Paratransit operates Monday-Saturday
providing intercity paratransit service between the cities of Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista,
Suisun City, Vacaville, and the unincorporated areas in the central and eastern portion of
Solano County.

Solano Paratransit is funded by Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds from
Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and the County of Solano. Over the
years, the STA has secured a variety of other funds for this service including 5310 grants
for new buses and Regional Paratransit State Transit Assistance Funds. An updated
multi-year funding agreement has been under development for the funding distribution
from FY 2005-06 and beyond.

Discussion:

The STA has administered intercity paratransit since the early 1990s. The Americans for
Disabilities Act (ADA) was approved in 1990 and set basic standards on how transit
services would accommodate the disabled. Before 1995, intercity paratransit and Vallejo
intracity paratransit services for the elderly and handicapped were operated, under
contract with the STA, by a non-profit organization — the Solano County Economic
Opportunity Council (SCEOC). When SCEOC was suddenly unable to provide the
service, STA has maintained the Solano Paratransit service through a contract with
Fairfield-Suisun Transit which operates the service on behalf of the STA and partner
agencies.

Solano Paratransit began operating countywide paratransit while local transit operators
developed their own local paratransit services for trips within their cities. At the same
time, Vallejo Runabout began operating both intracity and intercity paratransit services
for the Vallejo and Benicia Transit users. Subsequently, Benicia began to directly
contract for their intercity paratransit service via Vallejo Runabout. At this time, all three
intercity paratransit services contract with the same provider - MV Transportation.
Nevertheless, there are differences in how the service is delivered. ADA requirements
are more strictly applied in some areas than others. This highlights the issue that ADA
and general paratransit service can be delivered in more than one manner to meet the
legal requirements of ADA. Policies on how services are delivered also impact the
increasing cost of paratransit services.
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Ten years ago, the last of a series of ADA Compliance Plans was completed by the STA
in conjunction with the Solano transit operators. There has not been a thorough analysis
of Solano Paratransit service since. With the update of the funding agreement among the
existing six partners currently in process, policy issues of how to deliver services in the
future have arisen. This is an opportune time to analyze existing Solano Paratransit
service, future service options, and priorities.

Fiscal Impact:
Funding ($35,000) for this study was approved by the STA Board as part of the State
Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) project list for FY 2005-06.

Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to release a Request for Proposals for the Solano
Paratransit Assessment Study.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to execute a contract with a consultant for the
Solano Paratransit Assessment Study not-to-exceed $35,000.
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Agenda Item V.F
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 22, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

RE: Final 2005 Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Background:
Since 1991, California law requires urban areas to develop a Congestion Management

Program (CMP) that plans strategies for addressing congestion problems by holding
jurisdictions to a variety of mobility standards in order to obtain state gas tax subventions.
This includes Level of Service (LOS) standards on the CMP network and transit standards.
To help jurisdictions maintain these mobility standards, the CMP lists improvement projects
in a seven-year Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Jurisdictions that are projected to
exceed these standards, based on the STA's Travel Demand Model, are required to create a
deficiency plan to meet the mobility standards within the seven-year time frame of the CIP.

In order for projects in the CMP’s CIP to be placed in the Regional Transportation
Improvement Program (RTIP), state law requires that the CMP be consistent with the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
reviews the Bay Area’s CMPs for consistency every two years.

The STA Board approved the STA’s current CMP on February 11, 2004. On March 23,
2005, STA Staff requested LOS calculations and comments from the TAC on the Draft 2005
CMP by June 1, 2005. The Draft 2005 CMP was circulated to the TAC and SolanoLinks
Consortium on May 25, 2005 and June 29, 2005. The STA Board approved the Draft 2005
CMP for MTC’s T-2030 consistency review on July 13, 2005.

Discussion:
No further comments have been received on the Draft 2005 CMP since the STA Board
approved the draft for MTC’s consistency review.

The following is a list of tentative dates for the development of the 2005 CMP, with a
deadline to submit the final CMP to MTC in November 2005:

September 28 TAC & Consortium recommends approval of
Final 2005 CMP
October 12 STA Board approves 2005 CMP
November 18 Final CMP due to MTC
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Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board approve the Final 2005 Congestion Management Program
and forward to MTC.

Attachment:
A. Final 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program
(to be provided under separate cover)
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Agenda Item VI.A
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 21, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Jennifer Tongson, Assistant Project Manager

RE: Programming of the 2006 State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP)

Background:
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is a multi-year capital

improvement program. STIP funding is split 25% to the Interregional Transportation
Improvement Program (ITIP) with projects nominated by Caltrans, and 75% to the
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), decided by regional agencies.
The STIP cycle is programmed every two years and covers a five-year period.

During the 2002 RTIP cycle, a total of $33.5 million in programming capacity was
available for Solano County. Those funds were primarily distributed into 5 projects: 1)
the I-80/680 Interchange ($10 M), 2) the Jepson Parkway ($10 M), 3) the Vallejo
Intermodal Station ($5 M), 4) the Intermodal Rail Station Projects (for
Fairfield/Vacaville, Dixon, and Benicia; $5 M), and 5) Local Road Rehabilitation
Projects ($2 M). (The remaining $1.5 M went to STIP planning, programming, and
monitoring funds (STIP-PPM), and STIP reserve.)

Two years later, the 2004 STIP was at a virtual standstill due to the state budget crisis and
the diversion of transportation funds to the General Fund. The 2004 STIP fund estimate
provided a “Zero-STIP” where no additional STIP funds were made available to counties
beyond what was currently programmed in the 2002 STIP. The 2004 STIP became a
reprogramming exercise, pushing the 2002 STIP projects to later years to cover the five-
year 2004 STIP period (FY 2004-05 to 2008-09).

Prior to this year, no significant allocations have occurred in the STIP since June 2003.
However, with the restoration of Proposition 42 funding to transportation in FY 2005-06,
the California Transportation Commission (CTC) has resumed allocations in the STIP
program beginning in July 2005. The CTC has proposed an allocation plan that would
fully allocate FY 2005-06 programming in the following areas: public transportation
account eligible projects, transportation enhancement projects, planning, pro gramming
and monitoring activities, and local bridge rehabilitation projects. In addition, the
allocation plan would also make $500 million available through September 2005, on a
first come-first serve basis, for capacity increasing and operational improvements on
highways and local roads.

29



As part of the 2002 STIP, approximately $2 million in Solano County RTIP funds were
programmed by STA to 8 Local Streets & Roads projects (LS&R), one per local agency.
The funding for those LS&R projects were pushed back to FY 2006-07 during the 2004
STIP reprogramming exercise. According to the CTC’s current allocation plan, local
streets and roads rehabilitation projects fall low on the priority list, and the likelihood of
receiving a STIP allocation for local road rehabilitation projects in the near future is very
slim. In order to move the projects forward, STA staff proposed a strategy to “swap” the
STIP funds with funds from the upcoming SAFETEA Cycle 3 STP funds for local road
rehabilitation. Solano County is expected to receive approximately $3.5 million in STP
funds for LS&R from SAFETEA Cycle 3. Staff is proposing to replace the $2 million in
LS&R projects with $2 million of STP funds. Projects programmed with Federal STP
funds will require a local match of 11.47%. The project sponsors will be able to program
the freed-up STIP funds to other STIP projects in their Jurisdiction. However, for cities
that do not have other projects in the STIP (Dixon, Rio Vista, and Suisun City), one
option proposed is to contribute the funds to the Jepson Parkway project, which benefits
the county by providing locals with an alternative to driving I-80, or the option to
reprogram to another STIP eligible project in the county. The STA Board approved the
LS&R fund swap strategy at their September 14% meeting.

Discussion:

The CTC is preparing for the 2006 STIP cycle, covering the period from FY 2006-07 to
FY 2010-11. The CTC is scheduled to review and approve the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate
(FE) and Policies and Procedures at the September 29% CTC meeting. MTC is
anticipating new programming capacity with the 2006 STIP for the outer years (FY 2009-
10 and 2010-11), however, regional and countywide estimates will not be released until
after the FE is approved due to the instability of STIP projections. Approximately 75% of
new STIP funds will be from the Public Transportation Account (PTA) for public
transportation related projects. To reflect that, CTC is currently discussing the policy of
dedicating 75% of the estimated new capacity exclusively toward PTA eligible projects
(i.e. transit projects).

The proposed 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures are similar to the 2004 STIP with the
exception of changes made by CTC. An MTC memo regarding the 2006 RTIP
development and the 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures are attached for your review.
MTC is requesting comments on the regional policies and procedures by September 30",
The most prominent changes regarding local project delivery include:

¢ In accordance with new federal and state rules, a project must be encumbered by
the award of a construction contract within six-months of CTC allocation.

* Implementing agencies must invoice against allocated funds at least once in a six-
month period following allocation of funds, until project close out. Funds not
invoiced at least once in a 6-month period are subject to de-obligation from the
project. Funds not invoiced at least once in a 12-month period are permanently
lost to the region.

In preparation for the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate, STA staff has been meeting with

members of the TAC and Consortium to evaluate the projects programmed in the current
STIP to determine where the new STIP funding should be programmed. STA staff is
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proposing that any new STIP funding coming to Solano County be distributed and
programmed to three of STA’s priority projects that are already listed in the STIP. The
three priority projects currently programmed in the STIP are the 1-80/1-680 Interchange,
the Jepson Parkway, and the Vallejo Station. After the 2006 Fund Estimate is approved
on September 29, MTC will release the Bay Area’s countywide distribution. A special
TAC meeting will be called in early October to discuss and program the new STIP funds
prior to consideration by the STA Board.

Recommendation:
Review and provide comments to MTC’s draft 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures.

Attachments:
A. Updated Solano County STIP Funding Program.
B. MTC Memo, 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria
C. Draft 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures, and Project Selection Criteria
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ATTACHMENT A
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ATTACHMENT B

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
101 Ei 2
N~ TRANSPORTATION ! Eighth Sueet
Oakland, CA 94607-4700
COMMISSION Tel: 510.464.7700

TDD/TTY: 510.461.7769

Fax: 510.464.7848

Memorandum

TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: September 19, 2005

FR: Kenneth Folan

RE: 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria

Background

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) provides funding for a significant
number of transportation projects around the State. As the Regional Transportation Planning
Agency (RTPA) for the Bay Area, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is
responsible for developing regional project priorities for the STIP for the nine counties of the Bay
Area.

The Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is the region’s proposal to the State
for STIP funding, due to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) by January 30, 2006.
The 2006 STIP will include programming for the five fiscal years from 2006-07 through 2010-
11.

The 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria were presented for discussion to the
~ Finance Working Group at its June 2005 meeting. After input from PTAC, the 2006 RTIP
Policies and Procedures will be forwarded to MTC for review at the October 12 Programming
and Allocations Committee and approval at the October 26 Commission meeting.

At its September 29 meeting, the CTC is scheduled to approve the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate,
release the annual county share targets, and approve the CTC 2006 STIP Guidelines. These
actions will be incorporated into MTC’s 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria.

2006 RTIP Development
The following principles will frame the development of MTC’s 2006 RTIP, the region’s
contribution to the 2006 STIP.

e  MTC will work with CTC staff, CMA’s, transit operators, Caltrans, and project sponsors to
prepare the 2006 STIP.

¢ Investments made in the RTIP must carry out the objectives of the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP), and be consistent with its improvements and programs.

¢  MTC may choose to consult with counties to consider programming a portion of their RTIP
shares for projects that will meet a regional objective. Among these considerations would be
operational projects intended to improve the performance of the metropolitan transportation
system as a whole, projects proposed for the Interregional Transportation Improvement
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Program (ITIP), and projects that meet commitments in Transportation 2030, such as the
Streets and Roads/Transit Capital shortfall funding committment. Given the recent financial
hardships for state transportation funding, any regional priorities would have to be considered
in light of 1) size and magnitude of regional need, 2) availability and timing of state funding,
and 3) availability and timing of other funding sources to fund projects of regionwide benefit.

MTC will continue to work with CMAs, transit operators, Caltrans and project sponsors to
aggressively seek project delivery solutions in the face of severely limited STIP allocations.
Through the use of AB 3090 authority, GARVEE financing, and federal, regional, and local
funds, MTC will work with its transportation partners to deliver projects in the region.

Each county’s project list must be constrained within the county share limits unless
arrangements have been made with other counties to aggregate the county share targets.
MTC continues to support aggregation of county share targets to deliver ready-to-go projects
in the region.

2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria

Attached are MTC’s Draft 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria and Draft 2006
RTIP Amendments/Extensions Rules and Procedures. The documents are similar to the 2004
RTIP documents except where guidance from the CTC changes. Changes include:

In accordance with new federal and state rules, a project must be encumbered by the award of
a construction contract within six-months of CTC allocation. Additionally, implementing
agencies must invoice against allocated funds at least once in a six-month period following
allocation of the funds, until project closeout. Funds not invoiced at least once in a six-month
period are subject to de-obligation from the project. Federal funds not invoiced at least once
in a twelve-month period are permanently lost to the region, with no adjustment to the county
share balance. Federal funds for transit projects must meet applicable Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) invoicing requirements.

In collaboration with federal, state, and local partners, MTC is developing the regional
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) architecture. State and federal agencies will soon
require projects funded with federal highway trust funds to meet applicable Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) architecture requirements. Beginning with the 2006 RTIP,
MTC is requiring all applicable projects to conform with the regional ITS architecture.
Information on the regional ITS architecture can be found at:
hitp://www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/ITS/index.htm.

Based on discussions between CMAs and MTC, programming of the regional Planning,
Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds during the 2006 STIP period will be determined
when the outcome is known of a possible legislative change to the amount of PPM available
to the region. Once the outcome is known, MTC will forward a resolution to the
Commission to formalize the PPM split between CMAs and MTC. Until a legislative change
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occurs, MTC will use $500,000 of annual PPM; in the event that the annual PPM is less than
$1 million, MTC will use up to 50% of available PPM.

* Atits September 2005 meeting, the CTC will adopt changes to the STIP guidelines that
incorporate performance measures into the RTIP and ITIP review process. According to the
guidelines, a regional, system-level performance report must be submitted along with the
RTIP submission. MTC staff is developing this report, focusing on applying the measures at
the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) level. In addition, project-level performance measure
data will be reviewed for new projects greater than $50 million or 50% of a county’s
available share. MTC intends to submit 8-10 projects for review as well, though it is possible
there will not be this many new projects. In that case, we expect to submit a shorter list,
which might include some existing STIP projects. The project-level performance measures
will be submitted to MTC by the CMAs.

 Itis the Commission’s policy that all major new freeway projects included in the
Transportation 2030 Plan and subsequent regional transportation plans shall include traffic
operations system (TOS) elements to effectively operate the region’s freeway system and
coordinate with local transportation management systems. Beginning with the 2006 STIP,
MTC is requiring that all applicable RTIP projects conform to the regional policy. For
purposes of this policy, a “major freeway project” is a project that adds lanes to a freeway,
constructs a new segment of freeway, modifies a freeway interchange, or reconstructs an
-existing freeway. A project is considered “new” if it does not have an approved Project Study
Report (PSR) by December 2004. Caltrans shall operate, manage, maintain and replace the
TOS elements installed within its right-of-way.

* Early notification of cost increases allows the CMA and MTC to assist in developing
strategies to manage cost increases and plan for future county share programming. For
projects with a total estimated cost over $25 million, the implementing agency must perform
quarterly project cost evaluations. If a cost increase greater than 10% of the total estimated
cost of the particular phase is identified, the implementing agency must notify and submit
updated STIP Fact and Funding sheets to the appropriate CMA and MTC. In the event that a
project is divided into sub-elements, the implementing agency will include all project sub-
elements (i.e. landscaping, soundwalls, adjacent local road improvements) in the quarterly
cost evaluation.

* Ifnew TE funds become available as part of the 2006 STIP, the funds will be split according
to the same formula: 50% available for county discretionary TE funding and 50% available
for the County TLC program, with the existing distribution schedule for fiscal years FY
2006-07 through FY 2008-09. For fiscal years FY 2009-10 and FY 2010-11, the TE funds
will be split 50-50 in each year.
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e Inresponse to new state and federal requirements, RTIP funds must be programmed in the
TIP prior to seeking a CTC allocation. In addition, a federal authorization to proceed (e-76)
request must be submitted simultaneously with the RTIP allocation request when the request
includes federal funds — especially TE funds.

e The policies of MTC for the 2006 RTIP will be based on the 2006 STIP Guidelines released
by the CTC on September 29, 2005.

MTC encourages input from our partners on the 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures. Please
contact Kenneth Folan at (510) 817-5804 or kfolan@mtc.ca.gov with questions or comments.

Attachments
JACOMMITTE\Partnership\Partnership TAC\2005 PTAC\05 Memos\ September\2006 STIP Policies and Procedures memo.doc
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2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)
Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria

Background

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) provides funding for a significant number of
transportation projects around the State. As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for
the Bay Area, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is responsible for developing
regional project priorities for the STIP for the nine counties of the Bay Area.

The Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is the region’s proposal to the State for
STIP funding, due to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) by January 30, 2006. The 2006
STIP will include programming for the five fiscal years from 2006-07 through 2010-11.

2006 RTIP Development
The following principles will frame the development of MTC’s 2006 RTIP, the region’s contribution to

the 2006 STIP.

e MTC will work with CTC staff, CMA’s, transit operators, Caltrans, and project sponsors to
prepare the 2006 STIP.

e Investments made in the RTIP must carry out the objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP), and be consistent with its improvements and programs.

e  MTC may choose to consult with counties to consider programming a portion of their RTIP shares
for projects that will meet a regional objective. Among these considerations would be operational
projects intended to improve the performance of the metropolitan transportation system as a whole,
projects proposed for the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP), and projects
that meet commitments in Transportation 2030, such as the Streets and Roads/Transit Capital
shortfall funding committment. Given the recent financial hardships for state transportation funding,
any regional priorities would have to be considered in light of 1) size and magnitude of regional
need, 2) availability and timing of state funding, and 3) availability and timing of other funding
sources to fund projects of regionwide benefit.

e  MTC will continue to work with CMAs, transit operators, Caltrans and project sponsors to
aggressively seek project delivery solutions in the face of severely limited STIP allocations. Through
the use of AB 3090 authority, GARVEE financing, and federal, regional, and local funds, MTC will
work with its transportation partners to deliver projects in the region.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission P4c2 4 October 26, 2005
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¢ Each county’s project list must be constrained within the county share limits unless arrangements
have been made with other counties to aggregate the county share targets. MTC continues to
support aggregation of county share targets to deliver ready-to-go projects in the region.

Key Policies and Guidance
The following policies serve as the primary guidance in the development of the 2006 RTIP.

Consistency with Regional and Local Plans
RTP Consistency
Transportation 2030 Plan, the 2005 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) established a policy
based on three strategies: adequate maintenance of the existing system, system efficiency, and
strategic expansion. Programming policies governing the STIP and other flexible, multi-modal
discretionary funding sources such as the federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) and the
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds need to be responsive to that policy.
New projects submitted for RTIP consideration must include a statement addressing how the
project meets the strategies set forth in the RTP.

Local Plans
Projects included in the RTIP must be included in a Congestion Management Plan (CMP) or
Capital Improvement Program (CIP).

CTC Guidance

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) 2006 STIP guidelines are scheduled for adoption
in September 2005. After release, the MTC 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Project
Selection Criteria will be revised to reflect any changes in STIP policy implemented by the CTC.
The entire CTC STIP Guidelines are available on the internet at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/transprog/stip. All CMAs and project sponsors are required to follow
the MTC and CTC STIP guidelines in the development and carrying out of the 2006 RTIP and
STIP.

2006 RTIP Development Schedule
Development of the 2006 RTIP under these procedures will be done in accordance with the
schedule outlined in Attachment A of these policies and procedures.

RTIP County Share Targets

Attachment C-1 of the Polices and Procedures provides the county share targets for each county for
the 2006 RTIP. Each county’s project list, due to MTC in draft form by October 28, 2005, must be
constrained within these county share limits unless arrangements have been made with other counties
to aggregate the county share targets. The final county share programming targets will be established
in the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate adopted by the CTC on September 29, 2005, or as subsequently
amended by the CTC. It is expected that MTC’s RTIP will be developed using a region-wide
aggregate of county-share targets.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Page 5 October 26, 2005
43



2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) Attachment 1

Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria MTC Resolution No. 3689
October 26, 2005
Page 6 of 38

Project Eligibility

SB 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997) considerably expanded the range of projects that are eligible
for consideration in the RTIP. Eligible projects include, state highway improvements, local road
improvements and rehabilitation, public transit, intercity rail, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities, and
grade separation, transportation system management, transportation demand management,
soundwall projects, intermodal facilities, and safety.

RTIP Project Solicitation

Each county congestion management agency (CMA), or countywide transportation planning agency
for those counties that have opted out of the CMA requirement, is responsible for soliciting projects
for its county share of the RTIP. The CMA must notify all eligible project sponsors, including
Caltrans and transit operators, of the process and deadlines for applying for RTIP funding,
recognizing the expanded project eligibility allowed under SB 45.

Public Involvement Process

MTC is committed to having the CMAs as full partners in development of the RTIP. That
participation likewise requires the full commitment of the CMAs to a broad, inclusive public
involvement process. Federal regulations call for active outreach strategies in any metropolitan
planning process, but opportunities for the public to get involved are especially important with the
project selection process for the RTIP.

Below are suggestions for congestion management agencies to use in seeking suggestions and
comments on proposed projects that will be submitted to MTC for inclusion in the 2006 RTIP.
Further guidance is contained in the CMA Gmdelmes for Public Involvement Strategy for the
Transportation 2030 Plan.

* Hold an appropriate number of public meetings to adequately cover the major population
centers and sub-areas within the county. These meetings should be structured to ensure the
inclusion of the views and concerns of low-income and minority communities covered under
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act.

* Provide for the public the key decision milestones in the process, so that interested residents can
follow the process and know in advance when the CMA board will take final action.

* Inaddition to the public meetings above, provide and publicize opportunities for affected
stakeholders to comment about county projects at regularly scheduled meetings of the CMA
policy board.

* Make a concerted effort to publicize meetings to a wide range of interest organizations and
residents, including groups representing low-income and minority communities.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Page 6 October 26, 2005
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Federal Transportation Enhancement (TE) Funds / County TLC Program

The CTC has adopted a policy to reform the manner in which federal Transportation Enhancement
(TE) funds are programmed in the State. During the Transportation Efficiency Act for the Twenty-
First Century (TEA-21), the regional TE funds were programmed by the regions under the
provisions of AB 1012 (Chapter 783, Statutes of 1999 - Torlakson). With SAFETEA, the CTC
has reformed the State’s TE programming policy, and is implementing the regional TE program
through the STIP under the SB 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997) process.

During the 6-year 2004 STIP period, from FY 2003-04 through FY 2008-09, half of the TE
funding available to the region was made available for the County Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC) program, and the remaining half was available for the counties to program at
their discretion. Due to the limited funding in the STIP, and the timing of the TLC programming
cycle, the county discretionary TE funding utilized the TE capacity for the first three years, and none
of the last three years of the STIP. The County TLC program utilized none of the STIP TE
capacity in the first three years, and all of the TE capacity in the last three years. In response to SB
45 Timely Use of funding requirements, it may be necessary to make adjustments to the actual fiscal
year of funding of County TE discretionary and County TE TLC projects. The CMAs and MTC
staff will work together in meeting the SB 45 deadlines for TE funding.

If new TE funds become available as part of the 2006 STIP, the funds will be split according to the
same formula: 50% available for county discretionary TE funding and 50% available for the County
TLC program, with the same distribution schedule for fiscal years FY 2006-07 through FY 2008-
09. For fiscal years FY 2009-10 and FY 2010-11, the TE funds will be split 50-50 in each year.

RTIP Projects in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

In response to new state and federal requirements, RTIP funds must be programmed in the TIP
prior to seeking a CTC allocation. In addition, a federal authorization to proceed (e-76) request
must be submitted simultaneously with the RTIP allocation request when the request includes federal
funds — especially TE funds.

Caltrans Project Nomination

Senate Bill 1768 (Chapter 472, Statutes 2002) authorizes the Department of Transportation to
nominate or recommend projects to be included in the RTIP to improve state highways using
regional transportation improvement funds. To be considered for funding in the RTIP, the
Department must submit project nominations directly to the applicable CMA (or countywide
transportation planning agency for those counties that have opted out of the CMA requirement).
The Department should also identify any additional state highway improvement needs within the
county that could be programmed within the 3 years beyond the end of the current STIP period.
The Department must submit these programming recommendations and identification of state
highway improvement needs to the CMA within the timeframe and deadline prescribed by the
applicable CMA.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Page 7 October 26, 2005
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Whenever Department programming recommendations or nominations are not included in the
CMA’s RTIP proposal, the CMA must identify those recommendations and provide an explanation
of its reasons for not accepting them with its submittal to MTC. Where the Department has
identified unprogrammed State highway improvement needs and the CMA’s proposed RTIP
funding includes programming for rehabilitation or improvement projects off the State highway
system, the CMA must identify those needs and provide either an explanation of how funding to
meet the State highway improvement needs will be met or provide an explanation for its reason for
not reserving RTIP county share to preserve future capacity for meeting those needs. These
explanations should be made with reference to the regional transportation plan, the cost effective use
of state funds, and the evaluation of the cost-effectiveness and performance measures of the CMA’s
RTIP Candidate submittal, as specified in the CTC STIP Guidelines.

Title VI Compliance

Investments made in the RTIP must be consistent with federal Title VI requirements. Title VI
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, income, and national origin in programs and
activities receiving federal financial assistance. Public outreach to and involvement of individuals in
low income and minority communities covered under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and the
Executive Order pertaining to Environmental Justice is critical to both local and regional decisions.
The CMA must consider equitable solicitation and selection of project candidates in accordance
with federal Title VI requirements.

Intelligent Transportation Systems Policy

In collaboration with federal, state, and local partners, MTC is developing the regional Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) architecture. MTC, state and federal agencies will soon require
projects funded with federal highway trust funds to meet applicable ITS architecture requirements.
Beginning with the 2006 RTIP, MTC is requiring that all applicable projects conform to the regional
ITS architecture. Through the on-line WEBFMS application process, 2006 RTIP project sponsors
will identify the appropriate ITS category, if applicable. Information on the regional ITS architecture
can be found at: http:/www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/ITS/index.htm.

Traffic Operations System Policy for Major New Freeway Projects

It is the Commission’s policy that all major new freeway projects included in the Transportation
2030 Plan and subsequent regional transportation plans shall include traffic operations system
(TOS) elements to effectively operate the region’s freeway system and coordinate with local
transportation management systems. Beginning with the 2006 STIP, MTC is requiring that all
applicable RTIP projects conform to the regional policy. For purposes of this policy, a “major
freeway project” is a project that adds lanes to a freeway, constructs a new segment of freeway,
upgrades a segment to freeway status, modifies a freeway interchange, modifies freeway ramps, or
reconstructs an existing freeway. A project is considered “new” if it does not have an approved
Project Study Report (PSR) by December 2004, or does not have funds programmed for the
construction phase in the STIP as of December 2004. Caltrans shall operate, manage, maintain and
replace the TOS elements installed within its right-of-way.
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Accommodations for Bicyclists, Pedestrians and Persons with Disabilities

Federal, state and regional policies and directives emphasize the accommodation of bicyclists,
pedestrians, and persons with disabilities when designing transportation facilities. Of particular note is
Caltrans Deputy Directive 64 which stipulates: “pedestrians, bicyclists and persons with disabilities
must be considered in all programming, planning, maintenance, construction, operations, and project
development activities and products.” MTC’s Regional Bicycle Plan, adopted as a component of the
2001 RTP, requires that “all regionally funded projects consider enhancement of bicycle
transportation consistent with Deputy Directive 64”.

In selecting projects for inclusion in the RTIP, the CMAs and project sponsors must consider
federal, state and regional policies and directives regarding non-motorized travel, including, but
limited to, the following:

Federal Policy Mandates

TEA-21 states that, "Bicycle transportation facilities and pedestrian walkways shall be
considered, where appropriate, in conjunction with all new construction and reconstruction of
transportation projects, except where bicycle and pedestrian use are not permitted." (Section
1202)

The Federal Highways Administration Program Guidance on bicycle and pedestrian issues makes a
number of clear statements of intent, and provides a best practices concept as outlined in the US
DOT Policy Statement on Integrating Bicycling and Walking into Transportation Infrastructure.”
(http://www.thwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/Design.htm)

State Policy Mandates

California Government Code Section 65089(b)(1)(B)(5) requires that the design, construction
and implementation of roadway projects proposed for funding in the RTIP must consider
maintaining bicycle access and safety at a level comparable to that which existed prior to the
improvement or alteration.

Caltrans Deputy Directive 64 (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/tpp/offices/bike/DD64.pdf), states:
“the Department fully considers the needs of non-motorized travelers (including pedestrians,
bicyclists, and persons with disabilities) in all programming, planning, maintenance, construction,
operations, and project development activities and products. This includes incorporation of the
best available standards in all of the Department’s practices. The Department adopts the best
practices concept in the US DOT Policy Statement on Integrating Bicycling and Walking into
Transportation Infrastructure.”

Regional Policy Mandates

All projects programmed in the RTIP must consider the impact to bicycle transportation,
pedestrians and persons with disabilities. Furthermore, it is encouraged that all bicycle projects
programmed in the RTIP support the Regional Bicycle Network. Guidance on considering
bicycle transportation can be found in MTC’s 2001 Regional Bicycle Plan (a component of the
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2001 RTP) and Caltrans Deputy Directive 64. MTC’s Regional Bicycle Plan, containing
federal, state and regional polices for accommodating bicycles and non-motorized travel, is
available on MTC’s Web site at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/projects/rtp/bicycle.htm

Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicle (GARVEE) Bonding

Chapter 862 of the Statutes of 1999 (SB 928) authorizes the State Treasurer to issue GARVEE
bonds and authorizes the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to select projects for
accelerated construction from bond proceeds. Bond repayment is made through annual set asides
of the county share of future State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds. Bond
repayments are typically made over several STIP programming periods.

In accordance with state statute and the CTC GARVEE guidelines, GARVEE debt repayment will
be the highest priority for programming and allocation within the particular county Regional
Improvement Program (RIP) share until the debt is repaid. In the event that the RIP county share
balance is insufficient to cover the GARVEE debt service and payment obligations, the RIP county
share balance for that particular county will become negative through the advancement of future RIP
county share. Should a negative balance or advancement of capacity be unattainable, then funding
for other projects using RIP county share within that particular county would need to be
reprogrammed or deleted, to accommodate the GARVEE debt service and payment obligations.

The CTC is responsible for programming the funds, derived from federal sources, as GARVEE
debt service and the State Treasurer is responsible for making the debt service payments for these
projects.

AB 3090 Project Replacement or Reimbursement

AB 3090 (Statutes of 1992, Chapter 1243) allows a local jurisdiction to advance a project included
in the STIP to an earlier fiscal year through the use of local funds. With the concurrence of the
appropriate transportation planning agency, the California Transportation Commission and Caltrans,
one or more replacement state transportation project shall be identified and included in the STIP for
an equivalent amount and in the originally scheduled fiscal year or a later year of the advanced
project. Alternately, the advanced project can be reimbursed in the originally scheduled fiscal year
or a later year.

Projects approved for AB 3090 consideration must award a contract within twelve months of the
CTC approval. Section 2.c of the AB3090 Policy, adopted by the CTC in April 2003 states, “The
local agency commits to award a contract or otherwise begin delivery of the project component
within 12 months of the Commission’s approval, with the understanding that the arrangement may
be cancelled if that condition is not met.”

The allocation of AB 3090 reimbursement projects is the highest pﬁority in the MTC region.
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AB 872 Advance Expenditure of Funds

AB 872 (Statutes of 2001, Chapter 815) authorizes a regional or local entity to expend its own
funds for any component of a transportation project within its jurisdiction that is included in the
current fiscal year's state transportation improvement program and for which the commission has not
made an allocation. The amount expended would be authorized to be reimbursed by the state,
subject to annual appropriation by the Legislature, if (1) the commission makes an allocation for,
and the department executes a fund transfer agreement for, the project during the same fiscal year
as when the regional or local expenditure was made; (2) expenditures made by the regional or local
entity are eligible for reimbursement in accordance with state and federal laws and procedures; and
(3) the regional or local entity complies with all legal requirements for the project, as specified.

MTC discourages the use of AB 872 to expend funds in the programmed year prior to allocation by
the CTC until the state financial situation stabilizes. Allocation of funds in the year programmed is
not guaranteed due to the current state financial situation. Therefore, sponsors are exposing
themselves to the risk of expending local funds with no guarantee that the STIP funds will be
allocated.

Should a sponsor want to proceed with an AB 872 request, the sponsor must notify the CMA,
MTC and Caltrans in writing on agency letterhead in accordance with Caltrans Local Assistance
~ procedures.

AB 608 Contract Award Provisions

AB 608 authorizes the adjustment by the CTC of a programmed project amount in the STIP if the
construction contract award amount for a project is less than 80% of the engineer’s final estimate,
excluding construction engineering.

The CTC will not approve any AB 608 request after 120 days from the contract award. Sponsors
intending to take advantage of AB 608 project savings must notify Caltrans and the CMA within 30
days of the contract award, to ensure the request to the CTC can be processed in time to meet the
CTC’s deadline.

Caltrans Quality Assurance Oversight

For projects on the state highway system, the Department of Transpoﬂatlon must verify that
procedures are adequate to ensure completed work conforms to established standards, policies,
and practices. The Department must perform this quality assurance as part of its responsibility for
the planning, design, construction, maintenance, and operation of the state highway system
(Government Code 14520.3 (b)).

The Department will charge a fee for its quality assurance oversight services on all state highway
project components implemented by an agency other than the Department, as prescribed in the
Department’s document on “Implementing Agency Responsibilities for State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) projects on State Highways” and as identified in the project
cooperative agreement. Generally, the Department will withhold ten percent from the STIP funds
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allocated by the CTC for this purpose, unless other funding has been made available through the
cooperative agreement.

All requests for funding in the RTIP for projects on the state highway system and implemented by an
agency other than the Department must include the Caltrans Assurance of Quality (CAQ) fee within
each project component cost, as identified in the cooperative agreement. This is to ensure sufficient
funding is available for the project component, and, if necessary, that the additional ten percent
CAQ fee is included within the RIP funding.

Payback of County Share Loan to Napa County
MTC Resolution 3442 provides a guarantee for the repayment of a loan of 2002 RTIP shares from
Napa County to Sonoma, Marin and San Francisco counties. Marin, Sonoma and San Francisco
were facing funding shortfalls in their 2002 RTIP and Napa was leaving a large portion of its RTIP
share unprogrammed, banking it for future projects that are currently under development. As the
region revised the 2002 RTIP to respond to the funding constraints announced by the CTC, it
became apparent that Napa’s unprogrammed balance could be used by Marin, Sonoma, and San
Francisco. Such a loan would ensure that critical U.S. 101 widening projects could move forward
as originally scheduled, and keep Napa’s funds within the region, rather than be loaned out
elsewhere in the State. In accordance with MTC Resolution 3442, the number one priority for
‘Marin, San Francisco, and Sonoma counties for the 2004 and 2006 RTIP is to payback the 2002
STIP loan from Napa County.

County targets released by the CTC indicate Napa’s county share has been repaid. Therefore, it is
expected the loan repayments have been fulfilled.

Santa Clara GARVEE Debt Service

In accordance with MTC Resolution 3538, the debt service for the I-880/Coleman Avenue, SR-87
HOV Lanes (SR 85 to 1-280), and the SR-87 HOV Lanes (I-280-Julian Street) projects will be
paid from the Santa Clara County RIP county share balance. In the event that the Santa Clara
County RIP county share balance is insufficient to cover the GARVEE debt service and payment
obligations, the Santa Clara County RIP county share balance will become negative through the
advancement of future Santa Clara County RIP county share. Should a negative balance or
advancement of capacity be unattainable, then funding for other projects using Santa Clara County
RIP county share would need to be reprogrammed or deleted, to accommodate the GARVEE debt
service and payment obligations.

Regional Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds

Based on discussions between CMAs and MTC, programming of the regional Planning,
Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds during the 2006 STIP period will be determined when
the outcome is known of a possible legislative change to the amount of PPM available to regions
statewide. Once the outcome is known, MTC will forward a resolution to the Commission to
formalize the PPM split between CMAs and MTC.
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Until a legislative change occurs, MTC will use $500,000 of annual PPM; in the event that the
annual PPM is less than $1 million, MTC will use up to 50% of available PPM.

Project Advancements

If a project or project component is ready for implementation earlier than the fiscal year that it is
programmed in the STIP, the implementing agency may request an allocation in advance of the
programmed year. The CTC will consider making advanced allocations based on a finding that the
allocation will not delay availability of funding for other projects programmed in earlier years than the
project to be advanced and with the approval of the responsible regional agency if county share funds
are to be advanced. Due to the current state financial situation, project advancements are unlikely
during the 2006 STIP period. In project and financial planning, sponsors should not expect the CTC
to advance any projects.

Programming to Reserves

The counties and the region may propose to leave county share STIP funds unprogrammed for a
time to allow adequate consideration of funding options for future projects. The CTC particularly
encourages Caltrans and the regional agencies to engage in early consultations to coordinate their
ITIP and RTIP proposals for such projects. Counties intending to maintain an unprogrammed
balance of its county share for future program amendments prior to the next STIP must include a
statement of the intentions for the funds, including the anticipated use of the funds, as well as the
amount and timing of the intended STIP amendment(s). However, access to any unprogrammed
balance is subject to availability of funds in the State Highway Account, and is not expected to be
approved by the CTC until the 2008 STIP programming cycle.

Advance Project Development Element

Additional funding is available for programming of project development components through the
Advance Project Development Element (APDE) of the STIP. This equates to 25 percent of the
estimated programming capacity for the two years beyond the STIP period (2011-12 and
2012-13). Funds that have been programmed from past STIP APDE:s are carried over as a debit
against programming capacity. Once a project funded within the STIP APDE moves to
construction, the funding within the APDE for that project is deducted from the programming
capacity of the county share.

The CTC will be treating the programming of funds in the county share period, as well as the funds
programmed within the APDE for projects that have gone to construction, as advances against
future STIP period county shares. Amounts programmed under these provisions will be deducted
from the regular county share in the next STIP.

It is not expected that the CTC will be programming APDE projects in the 2006 STIP.
Countywide RTIP Listing

By October 28, 2005, each county Congestion Management Agency or countywide transportation
planning agency must submit to MTC a draft proposed countywide RTIP project listing showing the
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proposed programming of county shares. The final list is due to MTC by November 18, 2005, and
must include the final project applications for any new projects added to the STIP (or any
significantly revised existing STIP projects) and appropriate project level performance measure
analysis.

Project Screening Criteria, Including Readiness

In addition to the CTC Guidelines, all projects included in the 2006 RTIP must meet all MTC
project-screening criteria listed in Attachment D of this guidance. Of utmost importance are the
project readiness requirements.

RTIP Applications

Project sponsors must complete an application for each new project proposed for funding in the
RTIP, consisting of the items included in Attachment E of this guidance. In addition to MTC’s
WEBFMS application, project sponsors are to use the fact and fund sheets provided by Caltrans
for any new projects. The nomination sheet must be submitted electronically for upload into the
regional and statewide databases.

STIP Performance Measures

The CTC has placed increased emphasis on Section 19 of the CTC’s STIP Guidelines: Criteria
Jor Measuring Performance and Cost Effectiveness. Section 19 now mandate the incorporation
of performance measures into the project selection process. RTIPs must include an overall program
assessment and project level assessment for new projects greater than $50 million or 50% of a
county’s available share.

MTC will perform and submit the program level assessment. Each CMA shall submit to MTC,
along with the RTIP project list and STIP Fact and Funding sheets, a project level assessment for
one to two projects.

Regional Projects

Applications for projects with regionwide or multi-county benefits should be submitted to both
MTC and the affected county CMAs for review. Regional projects will be considered for
programming in the context of other county project priorities. MTC staff will work with the affected
parties (CMAs and project sponsors) to determine the appropriate level of funding for these
projects and negotiate county contributions of the project cost. County contributions would be.
based on population shares of the affected counties, or other agreed upon distribution formulas.

85-115% Adjustments

MTC may, pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section 188.8 (k), pool the county shares
within the region, provided that each county shall receive no less than 85 percent and not more than
115 percent of its county share for any single STIP programming period and 100 percent of its
county share over two STIP programming cycles.
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MTC may recommend use of the 85%-115% rule provided for in SB 45 to ensure, as needed, that
the proper scope of projects submitted for programming can be accommodated. MTC will also
work with CMAs to recommend other options, such as phased programming across STIP cycles,
to ensure that sufficient funding and concerns such as timely use of funds are adequately addressed.

Timely Use of Funds Provisions and Deadlines

SB 45 established strict timely use of funds and project delivery requirements for transportation
projects programmed in the STIP. Missing critical milestones could result in deletion of the project
from the STIP, and a permanent loss of the funds to the county and region. Therefore, these timely
use of funds deadlines must be considered in programming the various project phases in the STIP.
While SB 45 provides some flexibility with respect to these deadlines by allowing for deadline
extensions under certain circumstances, the CTC has made it very clear that deadline extensions will
be the exception rather than the rule.

Project sponsors must be certain that they can meet all of the timely use of funds deadlines imposed
by SB 45 as described below.

Allocation

Funds programmed in the STIP for all components of local grant projects and for Caltrans
construction capital must receive an allocation from the CTC by the end of the fiscal year in
which the funds are programmed. Funds not allocated or extended by the CTC within this
deadline are deleted from the STIP with the funds returning to the county in the next county
share period. The next county share period begins July 1, 2008, with the following share period

beginning July 1, 2012.

Award

Funds allocated for construction or for purchase of equipment must be encumbered by the
award of a contract within six months of the date of the allocation. Federal funds for transit
projects are considered encumbered and expended upon completion of the fund transfer from
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Funds not
encumbered by the award of a contract, or transferred to FTA, or extended by the CTC within
the deadline are permanently lost to the region, with no adjustment to the county share balance.

Expenditure
Funds allocated for local project development or right of way costs must be expended by the

end of the second fiscal year following the fiscal year in which the funds were allocated. Funds
allocated for construction or for the purchase of equipment must be expended within 36 months
of award of the contract. Funds not expended, or transferred to FTA, or extended by the CTC
within the expenditure deadline are permanently lost to the region, with no adjustment to the
county share balance.

Invoicing
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Implementing agencies must invoice against allocated funds at least once in a six-month period
following allocation of the funds, until project closeout. Funds not invoiced at least once in a six-
month period are subject to de-obligation from the project. Federal funds not invoiced at least
once in a twelve-month period are permanently lost to the region, with no adjustment to the
county share balance. Federal funds for transit projects must meet applicable Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) invoicing requirements.

Reimbursement

For local grant projects, the sponsor has 180 days after contract acceptance (completion of
expenditure of funds) to make the final payment to the contractor or vendor, prepare the final
Report of Expenditure and submit the final invoice to Caltrans for reimbursement. Funds not
reimbursed or extended by the CTC within the reimbursement deadline are permanently lost to
the region, with no adjustment to the county share balance.

Note for Transit Projects: Funds programmed and allocated for transit projects are considered
obligated as soon as they are transferred to the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Federal
funds for such projects will be considered encumbered and expended upon completion of the fund
transfer to FTA. Allocation of Public Transportation Account (PTA) funds or state funds allocated
to match the federal funds for such projects will be subject to the timely use of funds provisions
described above.

For each of these deadlines, the project sponsor may request the CTC (following CMA and MTC
concurrence) to extend the deadlines no more than one time and only if the CTC finds that an
unforeseen and extraordinary circumstance beyond the control of the responsible agency has
occurred that justifies the extension. The extension will not exceed the period of delay directly
attributed to the extraordinary circumstance and will in no event be for more than 20 months.

In addition to the Timely Use of Funds provisions of SB 45, the California Transportation
Commission has strengthened its STIP Amendment policy by prohibiting amendments for funds
programmed in the current fiscal year.

Notice of Cost Increase

For projects with a total estimated cost over $25 million, the implementing agency must perform
quarterly project cost evaluations. If a cost increase greater than 10% of the total estimated cost of
the particular phase is identified, the implementing agency must notify and submit updated STIP Fact
and Funding sheets to the appropriate CMA and MTC. In the event that a project is divided into
sub-elements, the implementing agency will include all project sub-elements (i.e. landscaping,
soundwalls, adjacent local road improvements) in the quarterly cost evaluation.

Early notification of cost increases allows the CMA and MTC to assist in developing strategies to
manage cost increases and plan for future county share programming.
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Notice of Contract Award

Caltrans has developed a procedure (Local Programs Procedures LPP-01-06) requiring project
sponsors to notify Caltrans immediately after the award of a contract. Furthermore, Caltrans will not
make any reimbursements for expenditures until such information is provided. Project sponsors must
also notify MTC immediately after the award of a contract. To ensure proper monitoring of the
Timely Use of Funds provisions of SB 45, project sponsors are required to provide MTC and the
county CMA with a copy of the LPP-01-06 “Award Information for STIP Projects — Attachment A”
form, when it is submitted to Caltrans. This will assist MTC and the CMA in maintaining the regional
project monitoring database, and ensure accurate reporting on the status of projects in advance of
potential funding lapses. In accordance with CTC and Caltrans policies, funds must be encumbered
in a contract within six months of allocation.

State-Only Funding

Most projects programmed in the STIP receive a combination of state and federal funds. However,
the CTC, with the concurrence of Caltrans, may approve state only funds on a case-by-case basis.
Requesting state only funding may be justified, for example, for a local roadway project off of the
federal aid system, which would be ineligible to receive federal funding.

Caltrans will be determining the availability of state-only funding in the STIP on an annual basis in
conjunction with adoption of the state budget. Therefore, Caltrans will be revisiting the approved
state-only funding eligibility categories on an annual basis, with the possibility of only guaranteeing
state-only funding for projects in the current fiscal year. Caltrans is aware of the needs of project
sponsors to know in advance whether the project will be state-only funded, and will therefore
review requests on a project by project basis.

For all state-only funding requests there must be a notation of such a request in the “Special Funding
Conditions or Terms” section of the RTIP Fund and Fact Sheet. For project sponsors requesting
state-only funding for projects that do not meet the pre-approved state-only funding categories,
sponsors must also include a copy of the Caltrans “Request for Exception to Project Funding
Policy” form as part of their RTIP application submittal. The original must be sent directly to
Caltrans, HQ Budgets for processing and approval by Caltrans prior to MTC submittal of the final
RTIP to the CTC on December 15, 2005. This includes any request for STIP PTA matching funds
for Article XIX restricted projects.

State-only funds are currently approved for the following:

o All capital projects under $750,000 with the exception of park and ride and bus stop
projects costing $30,000 or more and safety and railroad projects on State Highways
costing $100,000 or more.

¢ State funds used to match federal funds.

o STIP rideshare projects

¢ Rail projects not eligible for federal funding, and are not for acquiring rolling stock.

e STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) funding.

¢ Projects recommended by Caltrans approved by the CTC at the time of programming
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* Projects granted exceptions by Caltrans (requires Request for Exception to Project Funding
Policy Form)

It is encouraged that project sponsors requesting state-only funding, do so at the time the project is
initially programmed in the STIP, rather than waiting until the allocation of funds. The availability of
state-only funding varies dramatically year to year, which may result in these funds being unavailable
at the time of allocation. Therefore, to guarantee state-only funding, the project sponsor must
request state-only funds at the time of programming.

Due to the State’s financial challenges, it is expected that State-only funding will be extremely limited
in the 2006 STIP.

Matching Requirements
A local match is not required for projects programmed in the STIP, except under special situations
affecting projects subject to Article XIX restrictions established by the State Constitution. Article
XIX limits the use of state revenues in the State Highway Account (SHA) to state highways, local
roads, and fixed guideway facilities. Other projects, such as rail rolling stock and buses, are not
eligible to receive state funds from the SHA. Article XIX restricted projects must therefore be
funded with either a combination of federal STIP funding and matching STIP funds from the Pubic
_Transportation Account (PTA), or with 100 percent federal STIP funds in the State Highway
Account (which requires a non-federal local match of 11.47% from a non-STIP local funding
source).

Project sponsors wishing to use STIP PTA funds as matching funds for Article XIX restricted
projects must note such a request in the “Special Funding Conditions” section of the RTIP
Application Nomination sheet, and obtain approval from Caltrans through the state-only approval
process as previously described. Otherwise, the CTC may assume any Article XIX restricted STIP
project will be funded with 100 percent federal funds.

STIP Amendment/Extension Procedure

The STIP amendment and extensions process has been updated and is incorporated as Attachment
2 of this resolution. Project sponsors will be required to follow this process in addition to any
procedures imposed by the CTC, Caltrans or the CMAs, for all STIP amendment and extension
requests. Of particular interest is the requirement for the development of a ‘STIP History’ to
accompany all requests to delay construction. The ‘STIP History’ outlines the project’s
construction history as programmed in the STIP with particular attention to any previous delays and
reason for previous and current delay. It must note the original inclusion of the project construction
component in the STIP and each prior project construction STIP amendment delay including for
each, the amendment date, the dollar amount programmed for construction, and the scheduled year
of construction delay. It must also include a statement on the financial impact of the construction
delay on the project, and an estimated funding source for the additional funds necessary to complete
the project under the delayed schedule. Also, the expanded delegation of authority to the MTC
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Executive Director for letters of concurrence on STIP amendments and extensions will reduce the
time needed for an agency to complete the STIP amendment and extension requests to the CTC.
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2006 RTIP
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DRAFT

Development Schedule - August 25, 2005

Presentation of initial outstanding issues for RTIP Policies and Procedures to FWG

June 1, 2005

September 19, 2005

Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) review of proposed RTIP Policies and
Procedures

October 12, 2005

PAC review and recommendation of final proposed RTIP Policies and Procedures

October 26, 2005

Commission adopts 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures

October 28, 2005

CMAs submit fact and fund sheets, proposed RTIP project listing, and project level
performance measure analysis to MTC

November 18, 2005

Final changes to Fact and Fund sheets due to MTC. Final RTIP project listing and
performance measure analysis due to MTC. Final PSR (or PSR Equivalent), Resolution of
Local Support and Certification of Assurances due to MTC (Final Complete Applications due)

December 14, 2005

Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) review — authorize public hearing and release
of draft RTIP

December 16, 2005

Circulate draft RTIP for public comment

December 19, 2005

PTAC Review of 2006 RTIP

January 11, 2006

Public Hearing (at PAC meeting)

January 11, 2006

PAC Review of 2006 RTIP — Refer to Commission for approval

January 17, 2006

Close of public comment period for 2006 RTIP

January 25, 2006

Commission approves 2006 RTIP

March 9, 2006

March 16, 2006

March/April, 2006

Conduct AQ modeling and Conformity Analysis on STIP projects for the 2007 TIP

May 2006

Release 2007 TIP for Public Comment

July 2006

Commission approves 2007 TIP
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2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program
Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria
Attachment D: 2006 RTIP Project Screening Criteria

Eligible Projects

A. Eligible Projects. SB 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997) expanded the range of projects that are
eligible for consideration in the RTIP. Eligible projects include, state highway improvements, local
road improvements and rehabilitation, public transit, intercity rail, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities,
and grade separation, transportation system management, transportation demand management,
soundwall projects, intermodal facilities, and safety.

Planning Prerequisites

B. RTP Consistency. Projects included in the RTIP must be consistent with the adopted Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), which state law requires to be consistent with federal planning and
programming requirements. Each project to be included in the RTIP must identify its relationship
with meeting the goals and objectives of the RTP, and where applicable, the RTP ID number and/or
RTP travel corridor and whether the project is to be credited against the county’s transit capital
shortfall target.

C. CMP Consistency. Local projects must also be included in a County Congestion Management
Plan (CMP), or in an adopted Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for counties that have opted
out of the CMP requirement, prior to inclusion in the RTIP.

D. PSR or PSR Equivalent is Required. Projects in the STIP must have a complete project study
report or, for a project that is not on a state highway, a project study report equivalent or major
investment study. The intent of this requirement is to ensure that the project scope, cost and
schedule have been adequately defined and justified. This requirement is particularly important in
light of SB 45 timely use of funds requirements, discussed below.

The required format of a PSR or PSR equivalent varies by project type. Additional guidance on
how to prepare these documents is available on the internet at the addresses indicated within Part 3
(Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent) of Attachment E: 2006 RTIP Project Application,
which includes a table categorizing PSR and PSR equivalent requirements by project type.

Project Costs and Phases

E. Escalated Costs. All projects will count against share balances on the basis of their fully escalated
(inflated) costs. All RTIP project costs must be escalated to the year in which project delivery is
proposed.

As required by law, inflation estimates for Caltrans operations (support) costs are based on the
annual escalation rate established by the Department of Finance.
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Local project sponsors may use the state escalation rates or their own rates in detenmmng the
escalated project cost in the year programmed.

F. Project Phases. Projects must be separated into the following project components:

1. Completion of all studies, permits and environmental studies (ENV)

2. Preparation of all Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PSE)

3. Acquisition of right-of-way (ROW)

4. Construction and construction management and engineering, including surveys and
inspections.” (CON)
Note: Right-of-way and construction components on Caltrans projects must be
further separated into capital costs and Caltrans support costs (ROW-CT and CON-
C7).

The project sponsor/CMA must display the project in these four components (six for Caltrans
projects) in the final submittal. STIP funding amounts programmed for any component shall be
rounded to the nearest $1,000.

All requests for funding in the RTIP for projects on the state highway system and implemented by an
agency other than the Department must include the Caltrans Assurance of Quality (CAQ) fee within
each project component cost, as identified in the cooperative agreement. This is to ensure sufficient
funding is available for the project component, and, if necessary, that the additional ten percent
CAQ fee is included within the RIP funding.

G. Minimum Project Size. New projects or project components cannot be programmed for less

than $100,000, with the following exceptions:

(a) Projects eligible for Federal Transportation Enhancement (TE) funding.

(b) Funds to match Regional Surface Transportation Program (STP) or Congestion Mitigation and
Air Quality (CMAQ).

(c) Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM)

(d) Projects for landscaping and mitigation of State highway projects, including soundwalls.

(e) Caltrans project support components not allocated by the Commission.

() Right-of-way capital outlay for Caltrans, which is not allocated by the Commission on a project
basis.

H. Fiscal Years of Programming. The 2006 STIP covers the five-year period from FY 2006-07

though 2010-11. It is unlikely that new projects will be programmed. In the unlikely event that new
projects are programmed, it would most likely occur in FY 2009-10 and 2010-11.

Readiness Standards

I. Project Phases Must Be Ready in the Year Proposed. Funds designated for each project
component will only be available for allocation until the end of the fiscal year in which the funds are
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programmed in the STIP. Once allocated, the sponsor will have two additional years to expend
funds. For construction, the sponsor will have six months to award a contract and three years to
expend funds. Project sponsors must invoice at least once in a six-month period following the
allocation of funds. It is therefore very important that projects be ready to proceed in the year
programmed.

Completion of Environmental Process. Government Code Section 14529(c) requires that
funding for right-of-way acquisition and construction for a project may be included in the STIP only
if the CTC makes a finding that the sponsoring agency will complete the environmental process and
can proceed with right-of-way acquisition or construction within the five year STIP period.
Furthermore, in compliance with Section 21150 of the Public Resources Code, the CTC may not
allocate funds to local agencies for design, right-of-way, or construction prior to documentation of
environmental clearance under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Therefore,
project sponsors must demonstrate to MTC that these requirements can be reasonably expected to
be met prior to programming right-of-way or construction funds in the RTIP.

Programming Project Components in Sequential STIP Cycles. Project components may be
programmed sequentially. That is, a project may be programmed for environmental work only,
without being programmed for plans, specifications, and estimates (design). A project may be
programmed for design without being programmed for right-of-way or construction. A project may
be programmed for right-of-way without being programmed for construction. The CTC recognizes
a particular benefit in programming projects for environmental work only, since projects costs and
particularly project scheduling often cannot be determined with meaningful accuracy until
environmental studies have been completed. As the cost, scope and schedule of the project is
refined, the next phases of the project may be programmed with an amendment or in a subsequent
STIP.

When proposing to program only preconstruction components for a project, the implementing
agency must demonstrate the means by which it intends to fund the construction of a useable
segment, consistent with the regional transportation plan or the Caltrans interregional transportation
strategic plan. The anticipated total project cost and source of any uncommitted future funding must
be identified.

Sequential Phasing. For most projects, the different project phases should be programmed
sequentially in the STIP, i.e. environmental before design before right of way before construction.
Projects with significant right of way acquisition or construction costs that require more than a
simple Categorical Exemption or basic permitting approvals, must not be programmed with the right
of way and construction components in the same year as the environmental. Project sponsors must
provide sufficient time between the scheduled allocation of environmental funds and the start of
design, right of way or construction.

. The Project Must Be Fully Funded. All local projects must be accompanied by an authorizing

resolution stating the sponsor’s commitment to complete the project as scoped with the funds
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requested. A model resolution including the information required is outlined in Attachment E - Part
1 of this guidance.

The CTC will program a project component only if it finds that the component itself is fully funded,
either from STIP funds or from other committed funds. The CTC will regard non-STIP funds as
committed when the agency with discretionary authority over the funds has made its commitment to
the project by ordinance or resolution. For federal formula funds, including RSTP, CMAQ), and
Federal formula transit funds, the commitment may be by Federal TIP adoption. For federal
discretionary funds, the commitment may be by federal approval of a full funding grant agreement or

by grant approval.

All regional agencies with rail transit projects shall submit full funding plans describing each overall
project and/or useable project segment. Each plan shall list Federal, State, and local funding
categories by fiscal year over the time-frame that funding is sought, including funding for initial
operating costs. Moreover, should the project schedule exceed the funding horizon, then the
amount needed beyond what is currently requested shall be indicated. This information may be
incorporated in the project application nomination sheets.

N. Field Review for Federally Funded Local Projects. One way to avoid unnecessary STIP
amendment and extension requests is to conduct a field review as early as possible, so potential
issues may be identified with sufficient time for resolution.

By requesting funding for a federally-funded project in the RTIP, the project sponsor agrees to
contact Caltrans and schedule and make a good faith effort to complete a project field review within
6-months of the project being included in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). For the
2006 STIP, Caltrans field reviews should be completed by September 1, 2006 for federal aid
projects programmed in FY 2006-07, 2007-08, and 2008-09. The requirement does not apply to
planning activities, state-only funded projects, or STIP funds to be transferred to the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA).

Other Requirements

O. Availability for Audits. Sponsors must agree to be available for an audit if requested.
Government Code Section 14529.1 “The commission [CTC] shall request that the entity receiving
funds accept an audit of funds allocated to it by the commission, if an audit is deemed necessary.”

P. Interregional Projects May Be Proposed Under Some Restrictive Circumstances. The
project must be a usable segment and be more cost-effective than a Caltrans alternative project.
Government Code Section 14527 (c) “A project recommended for funding by the RTPA in the
Interregional Improvement Program shall constitute a usable segment, and shall not be a condition
for inclusion of other projects in the RTIP.” Government Code Section 14529 (k) ... the
commission [CTC] must make a finding, based on an objective analysis, that the recommended
project is more cost-effective than a project submitted by the department...”
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Q. Premature Commitment of Funds. The project sponsor may not be reimbursed for expenditures
made prior to the allocation of funds by the CTC (or by Caltrans under delegation authority), unless
the provisions of Assembly Bill 872 (Chapter 572, Statutes of 1999 — Section 14529.7 of the
Government Code) are met in accordance with the CTC Guidelines for Implementation of AB872.
Under no circumstances may funds be reimbursed for expenditures made prior to the funds being
programmed in the STIP. In addition, the sponsor must make a written request to Caltrans prior to
incurring costs, in accordance with Caltrans Locals Assistance Procedures for AB 872
implementation.

R. State-Only Funding. For all state-only funding requests there must be a notation of such a request
in the “Special Funding Conditions or Terms” section of the RTIP Fact and Fund Sheet. For
project sponsors requesting state-only funding for projects that do not meet the pre-approved state-
only funding categories, sponsors should also include a copy of the Caltrans “Request for Exception
to Project Funding Policy” form as part of their RTIP application submittal. The original must be
sent directly to Caltrans, HQ Budgets for processing and approval by Caltrans prior to MTC
submittal of the final RTIP to the CTC on January 30, 2006. This includes any request for STIP
PTA matching funds for Article XIX restricted projects.
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2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)
Attachment E: 2006 RTIP Project Application

Project sponsors must submit a completed project application for each project proposed for funding in
the 2006 RTIP. The application consists of the following four to five parts and are available on the
internet (as applicable) at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm

1a. Resolution of local support *

1b. Opinion of legal counsel *

2. Local agency certification of assurances

3. Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent

4. RTIP project nomination sheet (with maps) (must be submitted electronically)

5. Copy of State-Only Funding Request Exception Form (Only if requesting state-only funding and
the project is not on pre-approved state-only eligible funding list. Original request is to be
submitted directly to Caltrans HQ Budgets for processing and approval prior to MTC submittal
of the RTIP to the CTC on December 15, 2005).

*  Project sponsor has the option to incorporate language into the Resolution of Local support —
see note below

* NOTE: Project sponsors have the option of consolidating the ‘Opinion of Legal Counsel’ within the
Resolution of Local Support, by incorporating the following statements into the Resolution of Local

Support:

Resolved, that (agency name) is an eligible sponsor of projects in the State
Transportation Improvement Program; and be it further

Resolved, that (agency name) is authorized to submit an application for State
Transportation Improvement Program funds for (project name); and be it further

Resolved, that there is no legal impediment to (agency name) making applications for
Regional Improvement Program funds; and be it further

Resolved, that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way
adversely affect the proposed project, or the ability of (agency name) to deliver such project;
and be it further

If the above language is not provided within the Resolution of Local Support, an Opinion of Legal
Counsel is required as provided in Part 1b
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RTIP Project Application

Part 1: Sample Resolution of Local Support

Resolution No.

Whereas, SB 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997) substantially revised the process for estimating
the amount of state and federal funds available for transportation projects in the state and for
appropriating and allocating the available funds to these projects; and

Whereas, as part of that new process, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is
responsible for programming projects eligible for Regional Improvement Program funds, pursuant to
Government Code Section 14527(b), for inclusion in the Regional Transportation Improvement
Program, and submission to the California Transportation Commission, for inclusion in the State
Transportation Improvement Program; and

Whereas, MTC has requested eligible transportation project sponsors to submit applications
nominating projects to be programmed for Regional Improvement Program funds in the Regional
Transportation Improvement Program; and

Whereas, applications to MTC must be submitted consistent with procedures, conditions, and
forms it provides transportation project sponsors; and

Whereas, (agency name) is a sponsor of transportation projects eligible for Regional
Improvement Program funds; and

Whereas, the RTIP project nomination sheet of the project application, attached hereto and
incorporated herein as though set forth at length, lists the project, purpose, schedule and budget for
which (agency name) is requesting that MTC program Regional Improvement Program funds for
inclusion in the Regional Transportation Improvement Program; and

Whereas, Part 2 of the project application, attached hereto and incorporated herein as though
set forth at length, includes the certification by (agency name) of assurances required by SB 45 in order
to qualify the project listed in the RTIP project nomination sheet of the project application for
programming by MTC; now, therefore, be it

Resolved, that (agency name) approves the assurances set forth in Part 2 of the project
application, attached to this resolution; and be it further

Resolved, that (agency name) has reviewed the project and has adequate staffing resources to
deliver and complete the project within the schedule set forth in the RTIP project nomination sheet of
the project application, attached to this resolution; and be it further
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Resolved, that (agency name) is an eligible sponsor of projects in the State Transportation
Improvement Program; and be it further

Resolved, that (agency name) is authorized to submit an application for State Transportation
Improvement Program funds for (project name); and be it further

Resolved, that there is no legal impediment to (agency name) making applications for Regional
Improvement Program funds; and be it further

Resolved, that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way adversely
affect the proposed project, or the ability of (agency name) to deliver such project; and be it further

Resolved, that (agency name) authorizes its (Executive Director, General Manager, or his/her
designee) to execute and file an application with MTC to program Regional Improvement Program
funds into the Regional Transportation Improvement Program, for the projects, purposes and amounts
included in the project application attached to this resolution; and be it further

Resolved, that a copy of this resolution shall be transmitted to MTC in conjunction with the filing
of the (agency name) application referenced herein.
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RTIP Project Application

Part 1b: Sample Opinion of Legal Counsel

Project sponsors have the option of including specified terms and conditions within the Resolution of
Local Support as included in Part 1. If a project sponsor elects not to include the specified language
within the Resolution of Local Support, then the sponsor shall provide MTC with a current Opinion of
Counsel stating that the agency is an eligible sponsor of projects for the State Transportation
Improvement Program; that the agency is authorized to perform the project for which funds are
requested; that there is no legal impediment to the agency applying for the funds; and that there is no
pending or anticipated litigation which might adversely affect the project or the ability of the agency to
carry out the project. A sample format is provided below.

(Date)

To:  Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Fr: (Applicant)
Re:  Eligibility for State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds

This communication will serve as the requisite opinion of counsel in connection with the application of
(Applicant) ‘ for funding from the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) made available pursuant to the State Transportation Funding Plan, Streets and
Highways Code Section 163 et. seq..

1. (Applicant) is an eligible sponsor of projects for the STIP.
2. (Applicant) is authorized to submit an application for STIP funding
for (project)

3. Thave reviewed the pertinent state laws and I am of the opinion that there is no legal impediment
to (Applicant) making applications for STIP funds. Furthermore, as a
result of my examinations, I find that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in
any way adversely affect the proposed projects, or the ability of (Applicant)

to carry out such projects.

Sincerely,

Legal Counsel

Print name
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RTIP Project Application
Part 2: Certification of Assurances

The implementing agency certifies that the project for which Regional Improvement Program funding is requested
meets the following project screening Criteria. Please initial each.

1. The project is eligible for consideration in the RTIP. Pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section 164 (),
eligible projects include improving state highways, local roads, public transit, intercity rail, pedestrian, and
bicycle facilities, and grade separation, transportation system management, transportation demand
management, soundwall projects, intermodal facilities, and safety.

2. For the funds requested, no costs have/will be incurred prior to adoption into the STIP by the CTC.
3. A Project Study Report (PSR) or PSR equivalent has been prepared for the project.

4. The project budget included in Part 2 of the project application reflects current costs updated as of the date of
application and escalated to the appropriate year.

5. The project is included in a local congestion management program (CMP). (Note: For those counties that
have opted out of preparing a CMP in accordance with Government Code Section 65088.3, the project must
be consistent with the capital improvement program adopted pursuant to MTC’s funding agreement with the
countywide transportation planning agency.)

6. The year of funding for any design, right-of-way and/or construction phases has taken into consideration the
time necessary to obtain environmental clearance and permitting approval for the project.

“7." The project is fully funded.

8. For projects with STIP federal funds, the implementing agency agrees to contact Caltrans and schedule and
complete a field review within six months of the project being adopted or amended into the TIP.

9. For STIP construction funds, the implementing agency agrees to send a copy of the Caltrans LPP 01-06
“Award Information for STIP Projects — Attachment A” to MTC and the CMA, upon award.

10. The implementing agency agrees to be available for an audit of STIP funds, if requested.

The implementing agency also agrees to abide by all statutes, rules and regulations applying to the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), and to follow all requirements associated with the funds
programmed to the project in the STIP.

These include, but are not limited to:

1. Environmental requirements: NEPA standards and procedures for all projects with Federal funds; CEQA
standards and procedures for all projects programmed with State funds.

2. California Transportation Commission (CTC) requirements for transit projects, formerly associated with the
Transit Capital Improvement (TCI) program. These include rules governing right-of-way acquisition,
hazardous materials testing, and timely use of funds.

3. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requirements for transit projects as outlined in FTA regulations and
circulars.

4. Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Caltrans requirements for highway and other roadway projects
as outlined in the Caltrans Local Programs Manual.
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5. Federal air quality conformity requirements, and local project review requirements, as outlined in the adopted
Bay Area Conformity Revision of the State Implementation Plan (SIP).
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RTIP Project Application

Part 3: Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent

The required format of a PSR or PSR equivalent varies by project type. The following table categorizes PSR
and PSR equivalent requirements by project type. Additional guidance on how to prepare these documents is
available on the internet at the addresses indicated below, or from MTC.

Pro‘jéc'tﬂTy;‘iév .

Project Study Report (PSR) Requirements

PSR and Equivalents by Project Type

*Type of Document
- Required *

| http://ww.dot.ca.gov/ha/oppd/pdpm/apds_htm/apdy Vapdx Lh

Where to get more information

State Highway | Full PSR
or m
PD/ENV Only

Local Roadway

a. rehabilitation | PSR for local http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/ then look in “Local

rehabilitation | Programs Publications” and “PSR for local rehab.”

b. capacity PSR equivalent — In most cases completing the Preliminary Environmental Study and
increasing or | project specific study | Field Review forms in the Local Assistance Procedures Manual
other project | with detailed scope | should be sufficient.

and cost estimate These forms can be found at: Preliminary Environmental-
http://'www.dot.ca_gov/hg/LocalPrograms/ then look in
“publications” and “local assistance manuals” chapter 6 pg 35.
Field Review -- http.//www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/
“publications” and “local assistance manuals” chapter 7 pg 11.

Transit State of California http://'www.dot.ca.gov/hq/Mass Trans/tfund.htm

Uniform Transit

Application

Traffic TCR program For a Traffic Congestion Relief (TCR) Program project, a TCR

Congestion application for the program application is considered a PSR equivalent for the phases of

Relief (TCR) phases of work work included in the TCR application

Program projects | included in the TCR | http://www.dot.ca.gov/tcrp

(Specific phase) | application

Other PSR equivalent with | To be determined on a case by case basis

detailed scope and
cost estimate

* In some instances a Major Investment Study (MIS) prepared under federal guidance may serve as a PSR equivalent where
information provided is adequate for programming purposes.
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2004 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Nomination Sheet (Page A-1) retormatted- 110422003

Project Information Fact Sheet Date: 12/04/03
County Cottars | PPNO* Eas | RegonVPOl  Eroment ool | PM/KPBack* | PM/KPAnead*
PM: PM:
{KP: KP:
s e, |Senate: Congressional:
Legislative Districts: Aosembiy
Project Sponsor:
Implementing Agency: |PA&ED: AB 30907 _ |PSRE: AB 30907 [
(by component) R/W: AB 30907 £ |CON: AB 30907 [}
{Project Title:
* NOTE: PPNO & EA assigned by Caltrans. Region/\ WPDWMWM.WW&WMMMMS&PMWMMML Jects.

|Location - Project Limits - Description and Scope of Work - (brief) (State/Region and Area Specific Maps to be included below)

(Transportation Problem to be Addressed by Project and Description of Project Benefits - (brief) |

|Expected Source(s) of Additional Funding Ne Yy to Complete Project - as Identified Under ‘Additional Need’ - (brief) |

Requesting State-Only Funds?
Project Milestones Date Doc. Type Date
SoheduledCimulaﬁonofDmﬂEnvuonmenMDowment e

) Projectsmr.ly Report (PSR) Complete

lPtojeaLoaﬂonMaps Louﬂon"apomejothhWRoglon,mdMaSpodﬂcmp

NOTE:  The CTC STIP Guldelines should have been read and understood prior to preparation of the STIP Fact Sheet, with particular attention to Sections 37 - 62.
A copy of the CTC STIP Guidelines and a temptate of the Project Nomination Sheets are at dot.ca. q/ prog/stip.hitm

p
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2004 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Nomination Sheet (Page B-1)
{doliars in thousands and escalated)

Date: 4-Dec-03

County

EA*

Region/MPO/TIP ID *

| Implementing Agency

crmsmai PPNO* |
I

Project Title:

* NOTE: PPNO and EA assigned by Caltrans. Region’MPO/TIP ID assigned by RTPA/MPO

d Total Project Cost

Project

B,
rrop

Component

Prior

04/05

05/06

06/07

07/08

08/09+

Total

Comments:

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT)*

CON SUP (CT} *

RW

CON

TOTAL

Existing RTIP Funds

RTIP Program Code: **

Component

Prior

04/05

06/07

07/08

08/09

Total

Comments:

E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E

RW SUP (CT) *

CONSUP(CT)*

RW

CON

TOTAL

Proposed RTIP Funds

RTIP Program Code: **

Component

Prior

06/07

07/08

Total

Comments:

[EZP (PASED)
PSSE

RIW SUP (CT)*

CONSUP(CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

*NOTE: R/W SUP and CON SUP to be used only for projects implemented by Caltrans - See Section 47 & 50 of CTC adopted STIP Guidelines. ** Program Code provided by Caltrans

[Existing ITIP Funds

_{ITIP Program Code: **

Component

Prior

06/07

07/08

Total

Comments

e ——

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT) *

CONSUP(CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

Proposed {TIP Funds

Component

Prior

06/07

07/08

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT) *

CONSUP(CT)*

RW

CON

TOTAL

* NOTE: R/W SUP and CON SUP to be used only for projects

implemented by Caltrans - See Section 47 & 50 of CTC adopted STIP Guidelines. ** Program Code provided by Caltrans

—

Existing "Grandfathered STIP' Funds

GF Program Code: **

Component

Prior

04/05

05/06

06/07

07/08

08/09

Total

Comments:

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT)*

CON SUP (CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

Proposed 'Grandfathered STIP® Funds

GF Program Code: **

Component

Prior

04/05

06/07

07/08

Total

E&P (PA&ED)

PS&E

RMWSUP (CT)*

CONSUP (CT)*

RW

CON

TOTAL

The CTC STIP Guldelines and a template of the STIP fund sheet are avallable at: hitp://www.dot.ca.gov/hqgtransprog/stip.htm
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2004 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Project Nomination Funding Sheet (Page B-2)

(dollars in thousands and escalated)

Date:  4-Dec-03

County

PPNO

EA

Region/MPO/TIP ID

Implementing Agency

CT District ’

Project Title:

Comments

Existing Non-STIP Funding - Contributor 1

Component

Prior

04/05

05/06

06/07 07/08 08/09+

Total  |Fund Typo-

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT) *

CONSuUP(CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

Proposed Non-STIP Funding - Contributor 1

Component

Prior

04/05

06/07 07/08 08/09+

Total  |Fund Type:

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

R/W SUP (CT) *

CON SUP (CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

* NOTE: R/W SUP and CON SUP to be used only for projects implemented by Caltrans - See Section 47 & 50 of CTC adopted STIP Guidelines.

Component

Prior

|Agency:

[Existing Non-STIP Funding - Contributor 2

04/05

05/06

06/07 07/08 08/09+

Total _ |Fund Type:

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT)*

CONSuUP(CT)*

RW

CON

TOTAL

Proposed Nen-STIP Funding - Confributor 2

nt

Prior

Total  [Fund Type:

Compone!
|E&P (PA&ED)

04/05

05/06

06/07 07/08 08/09+

PS&E

RWSUP (CT) *

CON SuUP (CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

* NOTE: R/W SUP and CON SUP to be usad only for projects implemented

by Caltrans - See Section 47 & 50 of CTC adopted STIP Guidelines.

|Agency:

Existing Non-STIP
Component

Funding - Contributor 3
Prior

04/05

05/06

06/07 07/08 08/09+

Total _ |Fund Type:

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT) *

CONSUP (CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

Component

Proposed Non-STIP Funding - Contributer 3
Prior

04/05

05/06

06/07 07/08 08/09+

Total  |Fund Type:

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT)*

CON SUP (CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

Component

1112 and

Prior

Additional Funding Needs (funding needs not yet committed)
04/05 05/06

06/07 07/08 08/09

Project
09/10 101 Beyond Total

E&P (PASED)

PS&E

RWSUP (CT) *

CONSUP (CT) *

RW

CON

TOTAL

The CTC STIP Guidelines and a template of the STIP fund sheet are available at: hitp//www.dot.ca.gov/hg/transprog/stip.htm
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Stateé of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
"Memorandum
fo: Joan Borucki
Budgets Program - Mail Station 24 : Date:
File:
From:
Subject:  Request for Funds/Exception to Project Funding Policy

It is recommended that the California Transportation Commission be requested to vote AMOUNT from
DESCRIPTION OF FUNDING SOURCE (BOTH FEDERAL & STATE) funds in the FISCAL YEAR fiscal
year for the following project:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: -
JUSTIFICATION:

A. Type of work

B. Need for Project/Proposed tmprovements

C. Status of Project
~ 1) Environmental Clearance Status

2) R/W Clearance Status (If currently R/W certified as #3, when will the certification be
upgraded to a #1 or #27)

3) Status of Construction (if applicable)
D. Total Project Funding Plan By Fiscal Year (list all funding sources & anticipated fund usage by year)
E. Allocation

1) Amount of allocation request;

2) Is this a partial allocation request? [JYES [JNO

3) If this is a partial allocation, what will be the total cost of the project? When will the additional allocation
be needed?

4) Is the project identified as State-Only in the adopted programming document?
[JYES [QNO ‘

5) Ifrequesting State-Only funding, please state specific reasons per project funding policy:

F. Advertisement: We request that this project be advertised in MONTH YEAR.

MTL: Funds Requestvi.doc
77 Rvsd.: 10711/98
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Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)
STIP Amendments / Extensions Rules and Procedures

What is the STIP?

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is the State’s spending plan for state and
federal funding. The STIP is comprised of the Regional Transportation Improvement Program
(RTIP) and the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP). The program is
updated every two years and currently covers a five-year period. STIP funded projects, like all
other state and federally funded projects, must be listed in the TIP in order for the sponsor to
access the funding. This biennial STIP process is outlined in the attached “STIP Process”.

Seventy-five percent (75%) of the funding in the STIP flows to regions by formula through their
RTIPs. Regions throughout the state are charged with developing an expenditure plan for the
funds. Eligible project types include improvements to state highways, local roads, public transit,
intercity rail, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, grade separations, transportation system
management, transportation demand management, soundwall projects, intermodal facilities, and
safety.

The remaining 25% of the funding flows to the ITIP, which is a statewide competitive program.
This funding is directed to projects that improve interregional transportation. Eligible project

types include intercity passenger rail, mass transit guideways, grade separation, and state
highways.

When are Amendments and Extensions Allowed?

STIP Amendments

An amendment may change the cost, scope or schedule of a STIP project and its components.
For instance, if the final cost estimate for a project is higher (or lower) than the amount
programmed, a STIP amendment may be requested to increase or (decrease) the amount
programmed. Or, as a project progresses through project development, it may be time to add
the next component or phase. Likewise, if the project schedule is delayed significantly, an
amendment may be warranted to request a change in program year of the funding in order to
prevent a funding lapse. STIP amendments may also be requested to delete project funding or
to add a new project into the STIP.

Important Tip: Once a state fiscal year (July 1 — June 30) has begun, the CTC will not allow
STIP amendments to delete or change the funding programmed in that fiscal year. Instead,
the project sponsor may request a one-time extension as described below.

One-time Extension Requests

SB 45 established deadlines for allocation, contract award, expenditure and reimbursement of
funds for all projects programmed in the STIP. The CTC may, upon request, grant a one-
time extension to each of these deadlines for up to 20 months. However, the CTC will only
grant an extension if it finds that an unforeseen and extraordinary circumstance beyond the
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control of the responsible agency has occurred that justifies the extension. Furthermore, the
extension will not exceed the period of delay directly attributable to the extraordinary

circumstance.

Roles and Responsibilities

The STIP Amendment and Extensions process requires review and approval by various agencies
to ensure the action requested is appropriate, and consistent with state statutes, CTC guidance,
Caltrans procedures and regional policies. Projects must be included in a county Congestion
Management Program (CMP) or county Capital Improvement Program (CIP), and must be
consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to be programmed in the RTIP.
Therefore, any additions or changes that may impact the priorities established within these
documents must be reviewed and approved by the appropriate agency. Furthermore, improperly
programmed funds or missed deadlines could result in funding being permanently lost to the
region.

Project sponsors are responsible for reviewing and understanding the procedures, guidance
and regulations affecting projects programmed in the STIP. Each project manager and the
individual responsible for submitting documentation for STIP amendments and extensions
must have read and understood these policies and procedures, particularly the CTC STIP
Guidelines available on the internet at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/transprog/stip.htm and the
MTC RTIP Policies and Application Procedures posted on the internet at:

~http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm.  Project sponsors are ultimately responsible for ensuring
the required documentation is provided to Caltrans by the deadlines established by Caltrans
for all allocations, extensions, and additional supplemental funds requests.

The Congestion Management Agencies/Transportation Authorities are responsible for
ensuring the packages submitted by the project sponsors are complete, and the proposed
changes are consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and Congestion
Management Plans (CMPs) or Capital Improvement Program (CIP). The CMAs/TAs check
to ensure the proposed changes meet MTC, CTC and other state or federal guidance and
regulations. As mentioned in the Guiding Principles of the 2006 RTIP Policies and
Procedures, the CMA must consider equitabk distribution of projects in accordance with
Title VI. Following CMA/TA concurrence of the request, the complete package is forwarded
to MTC.

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the Regional Transportation
Planning Agency (RTPA) for the nine counties of the San Francisco Bay Area, provides
concurrence for the STIP requests and formally submits all STIP Amendments to Caltrans for
approval by the CTC. MTC also verifies compliance with established state and regional
policies. Although MTC provides concurrence on extensions, additional supplemental funds
requests and some allocation requests, it is the responsibility of the project sponsor, not MTC,
to ensure the required documentation is submitted to Caltrans by the established deadlines for
these action requests.
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The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) processes the requests and makes
recommendations to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) in accordance with

Department procedures and CTC policies and guidelines.

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) approves or rejects the requests based on
state statutes and its own established guidance and procedures.

Requesting STIP Amendments and Extensions

As described below, the procedures for processing STIP amendments and extensions vary
depending on whether the project is sponsored by Caltrans or a local agency, and whether it has
already received STIP funding.

Step I: Project Sponsor Requests STIP Amendment or Extension

For currently programmed Caltrans projects:

Caltrans and the appropriate CMA identify and discuss the issue(s) that may require an
amendment or extension and notify MTC Programming and Allocations (P&A) Section
staff that a change to the current STIP may be necessary and is being considered.

Caltrans and CMA agree on proposed change(s).
Where necessary, CMA staff requests policy board approval of proposed change.

~ Once approved by the CMA, CMA notifies Caltrans in writing of the county’s

concurrence, with a copy sent to MTC P&A.

Caltrans requests MTC concurrence for the STIP Amendment/Extension by transmitting
the following to MTC P&A:

= Letter requesting the STIP Amendment or Extension with explanation and
justification of the need for the action with the following attachments:

For a STIP Amendment:
= Copy of CMA’s letter of concurrence

= Revised RTIP Application Form — http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm

= TIP Amendment Form - http://www.mtc.ca.gov/fund ing.htm

= A construction ‘STIP History’ for each amendment that would delay the year
of construction. The ‘STIP History’ outlines the project’s construction history
as programmed in the STIP with particular attention to any previous delays
and reason for the previous and current delay. It must note the original
inclusion of the project construction component in the STIP and each prior
project construction STIP amendment delay including for each, the
amendment date, the dollar amount programmed for construction, and the
scheduled year of construction delay. It must also include a statement on the
financial impact of the construction delay on the project, and an estimated
funding source for the additional funds necessary to complete the project
under the delayed schedule. (A STIP History is only required for amendments
to delay the year of construction.)
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For an Extension:

Copy of CMA’s letter of concurrence

A construction ‘STIP History” for each extension that would delay
construction as described above fora STIP Amendment.

For currently programmed local projects:

Sponsor and the appropriate CMA identify and discuss the issue(s) that may require an
amendment or extension and notify Caltrans and MTC Programming and Allocations
Section staff that a change to the current STIP may be necessary and is being considered.

Sponsor and CMA agree on proposed change(s).

Sponsor requests CMA concurrence for the STIP Amendment/Extension by submitting
the following to the CMA:

= Letter requesting the STIP Amendment or Extersion with explanation and
justification of the need for the action with the following attachments:

For a STIP Amendment:

Revised RTIP Application Form - http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding htm

TIP Amendment Form - http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm

A construction ‘STIP History’ for each amendment that would delay the year
of construction. The ‘STIP History’ outlines the project’s construction history
as programmed in the STIP with particular attention to any previous delays
and reason for previous and current delay. It must note the original inclusion
of the project construction component in the STIP and each prior project
construction STIP amendment delay including for each, the amendment date,
the dollar amount programmed for construction, and the scheduled year of
construction delay. It must also include a statement on the financial impact of
the construction delay on the project, and an estimated funding source for the
additional funds necessary to complete the project under the delayed schedule.
(A STIP History is only required for amendments to delay the year of
construction.)

Any other documentation required by the CMA or Caltrans

For an Extension:

Copy of completed Request for Time Extension form (located on the internet
at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms).

A construction ‘STIP History’ for each extension that would delay
construction, as described above for a STIP Amendment.

Any other documentation required by the CMA or Caltrans

Where necessary, CMA staff requests policy board approval of proposed request.

Sponsor submits Caltrans’ “Request for Time Extension” form and any other required
documentation to Caltrans.
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= (CMA requests MTC concurrence for the STIP Amendment/Extension by transmitting a
letter to MTC P&A requesting the STIP Amendment or Extension with explanation and
justification of the need for the action along with the documentation submitted by the
project sponsor. A copy of the request is also sent to Caltrans.

Important Tip: For STIP Extensions, the CTC will only grant an extension if it finds that an
unforeseen and extraordinary circumstance beyond the control of the responsible agency has
occurred that justifies the extension. Furthermore, the extension will not exceed the period of
delay directly attributable to the extraordinary circumstance, up to a maximum of 20 months. It
is therefore absolutely necessary that the letter and supporting documentation clearly explains
and justifies the extension request. Failure to provide adequate justification could result in an
extension not being approved.

For all new projects:

= Sponsor and the appropriate CMA identify and discuss the issue(s) that may require a
new project to be added to the STIP and notify Caltrans and MTC Programming and
Allocations (P&A) Section staff an amendment to the current STIP may be necessary and
is being considered.

= Sponsor and CMA agree on proposed addit ion.

. VSpbor'l‘sror récjuesté CMA concurrence for the STIP Amendment by éubmitting the
following to the CMA:

= Letter requesting the STIP Amendment with explanation and justification of the need
for the project to be added to the STIP.

= TIP Amendment form - http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm

= RTIP Application form including: - http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm

Resolution of local support

Project nomination fact sheet (with maps)
Project nomination fund sheet

Local agency certification of assurances
Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent.

Copy of State-Only Funding Request Exception Form (Only if requesting state-
only funding and project is not on pre-approved state-only eligible funding list.
Original request is to be submitted directly to Caltrans HQ Budgets for processing
and approval prior to MTC submittal of the request to Caltrans/CTC).

* CMA staff obtains policy board approval of proposed addition.

* CMA requests MTC concurrence for the new project by transmitting a letter to MTC
P&A requesting the STIP Amendment with an explanation and justification of the need
for the project along with a copy of the CMA Resolution approving the project, and the
documentation listed above provided by the project sponsor:
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Step 2 : MTC Review and Concurrence

* Once a complete request has been received, MTC P&A staff will place the request on the
MTC Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) meeting agenda for concurrence
of major changes, or prepare a letter of concurrence for the Executive Director’s
signature for minor changes.

= Following approval by PAC and/or the Executive Director, MTC will sign Caltrans’
Request for Time Extension form and send it with a Letter of Concurrence to Caltrans
District 4 with a copy to the appropriate CMA. (District 4 will ensure that the request is
copied to the appropriate contacts at Caltrans Headquarters and CTC.)

Major versus minor changes
* All major changes, including any requests to program a new project, will be presented
to MTC’s Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) to determine MTC’s
concurrence. Major changes include:

® request to program a new project (or delete a project)

= schedule delay that affects air quality conformity analysis

= project advance with reimbursement or replacement project per AB 3090
.= _request to use Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicle (GARVEE) financing

* For minor changes, MTC staff may write a letter of concurrence for the Executive
Director’s signature. Minor changes include:

* Extension requests for allocation, award, expenditure and reimbursement/project
completion deadlines

» schedule changes, except where change implies major cost or delivery
ramifications

= changes in implementing agency or project sponsor
= changes to project budget that are less than 20% of the total project cost or less
than $1 million.

* redirection of funds from one project component to another (e.g. from project
engineering into environmental)

* changes considered routine and not impacting project delivery

* Amendments or extensions based on new federal or state requirements may need to
go to MTC’s PAC

Additional/Supplemental Funds

On occasion it may be necessary to provide additional ‘Supplemental’ funding to a project as
a result of cost increases or revised cost estimates. There are several different processes to
follow depending on where the project is within its delivery schedule. The various methods
to add STIP funding to a project are as follow:
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Biennial STIP Cycle: If additional funding is identified years before the actual allocation,
the project sponsor may request the funding through the biennial STIP adoption process.
This process is outlined in MTC’s RTIP Policies and Application Procedures.

STIP Amendment: If additional funding is identified prior to the allocation of funds,
but is required prior to the next biennial STIP adoption, a STIP amendment adding the
funds to the project may be requested as outlined in the STIP Amendment procedures
above. However, in most cases the additional funds could be added at the time of
allocation, thus foregoing the STIP amendment process.

Additional Funds at Time of Allocation: Often the simplest way to add supplemental
funds is at the time of allocation. The process is the same as the procedures outlined
above for a time extension, except that instead of a “Request for Time Extension” form, a
“Request for STIP Funding Allocation” form is used (located on the internet at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms). In such circumstances, Caltrans does not
have delegated allocation authority to allocate unprogrammed funds for a project, and
therefore the additional funding must be approved by the CTC.

Additional Funds After Allocation: It may be necessary to seek additional funds after
an allocation, either to award the project or due to unforeseen cost increases while the
project is under construction. In either case, an analysis should be performed to

_determine whether re-engineering could achie ve cost reductions to accommodate the
increase. If additional funds are still necessary, a funding source outside the STIP should
be pursued prior to seeking additional STIP funding. If it is determined that additional
STIP funds are needed, then the project sponsor should proceed as with the procedures
outlined for “Additional Funds at Time of Allocation”. It should be noted that once the
funds are allocated, the project sponsor does not have the option to add the funds through
a STIP amendment since the CTC does not allow amendments to change the
programming for a given component after the funds have been allocated.

Allocation of Funds

Project sponsors request an allocation of funds directly to Caltrans, with Caltrans either
allocating the funds under its delegated allocation authority or placing the request on the
CTC Agenda for approval. In either case, the completed request package is due to Caltrans
60 days prior to the anticipated allocation of funds. In general MTC is not involved with the
allocation process, however, under a few circumstances MTC concurrence is required as
noted below:

Local Road Rehabilitation Projects: Allocation of funds for local road rehabilitation
projects requires certification from MTC. Project sponsors should submit the “Pavement
Management System Certification” form with the “Local Road Rehabilitation Project
Certification” form attached (both found on the internet at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/lam/forms/locgrnt.htm) directly to MTC for
signature. MTC will then transmit the signed form to Caltrans District 4 — Local
Programs. All other allocation request documentation should be sent directly to Caltrans
District 4 — Local Programs.
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Allocation of State-Only Funds : MTC concurs with all State-Only Funds allocations
that are listed in the STIP as State-Only.

Funds Allocated Differently than Programmed: In some instances it may be
necessary to allocate funds differently from what is programmed in the STIP. These
situations generally still require MTC concurrence. Fortunately a STIP amendment may
not be required, and the funding may be revised at the time of the allocation, thus
avoiding the long STIP amendment process. However, A TIP amendment is still
required if federal funds are involved. Changes that are allowed at the time of allocation
are noted below, however, project sponsors should consult with Caltrans District 4 Local
Programs, the CMA and/or MTC to determine whether a change at the time of allocation
is permissible before preparing the allocation request.

= Change in implementing agency
* Cost savings (allocation less than program amount)

* Redirection of funds among project components or phases within the project as
long as total STIP funding is not increased.

* Advancement of funding from future years (transit projects with funds to be
transferred to FTA require a TIP amendment to advance funds)

* Change in funding type (a change to state-only funding requires approval from
‘Caltrans with their “State-Only Funding Request Exception” form if the project
type is not on the pre-approved state-only eligible funding list).

STP/CMAQ/TEA Match Reserve: Project sponsors must work with the applicable
CMA/TA to obtain programming approval for STP/CMAQ/TEA match made available in
the STIP. The CMA develops a countywide list for the use of the reserved funds and
submits the list to MTC, who in turns provides Caltrans with the region-wide Match
Program. Any deviation from this program, whether in the funding amount, project
sponsor, or funding year, requires the CMA to resubmit an updated plan for the county to
MTC. Caltrans cannot allocate the matching funds if they are inconsistent with the
approved STIP - STP/CMAQ/TEA Match Program.

Funds allocated as programmed in the STIP: The allocation of funds as they are
programmed in the STIP and TIP do not involve MTC, other than as noted previously.
Project sponsors work directly with Caltrans District 4 local programs in obtaining the
allocation.

Important Tip: Although some minor changes in the allocation of funds may not require a full
STIP amendment, most changes still require MTC concurrence, and possibly a TIP amendment
and may even require a vote of the CTC rather than a simple Caltrans delegated allocation
approval. Project sponsors are encouraged to consult with the CMA, and Caltrans District 4
prior to preparing any allocation request, to ensure sufficient time is allowed for processing the
allocation request, particularly toward he end of the year when the Timely Use of Funds
provisions of SB 45 are of critical concern.
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Timeline for STIP Amendment/Extension Approval

Completed documentation requesting MTC concurrence must be received by MTC staff no later
than the first day of the month prior to the month in which the request will be heard by the
Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC). (For example, requests received by January 1
will be reviewed at the February PAC meeting). Subsequently, requests with completed
documentation and MTC concurrence must be submitted to the Caltrans District Office 60 to 90
days prior to the CTC meeting where the item will be considered. Therefore, requests for
concurrence need to be submitted to MTC generally 150 days prior to CTC action for STIP
Amendments and 120 days prior to CTC action for extensions.

For example, a STIP amendment request to delay funding in the next fiscal year is due to MTC
by January 1, so it may be approved at the February PAC Meeting, and then submitted to
Caltrans in time for the 60-day due date of March 2, so it may be noticed at the May 2 CTC

meeting for action at the June 6 CTC meeting.

Important Tip: The CTC will not amend the STIP to delete or change the funding for any
project component after the beginning of the fiscal year in which the funding is programmed.
Therefore, all amendments to delay a project component must be approved by the CTC by the
June meeting in the year prior to the programmed year of funding. To meet this deadline,

_amendments to delay delivery must be submitted to MTC no later than January 1 of the fiscal
year prior to the fiscal year of the funding subject to delay.

A due date schedule is prepared each year for the submittal of STIP requests. This schedule is
posted on the internet at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding htm

STIP Amendment Form/TIP Amendment Form
The forms necessary to initiate the STIP Amendment process may be downloaded from the MTC
website at: _http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding.htm.

Contacts for STIP amendments/extensions:

Name Area Phone Email
Kenneth Folan STIP 510.817.5804 kfolan@mtc.ca.gov
Ross McKeown STIP 510.817.5842  rmckeown@mitc.ca.gov

Raymond Odunlami TIP Amendments  510.817.5799 rodunlami@mtc.ca.gov
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Agenda Item VI.B
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 20, 2005
TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Daryl K. Halls, Executive Director

SUBJECT:  MTC’s T-2030 Plan — Review of “Calls to Action” Proposals

Background:
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the federally designated

metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the nine County Bay Area, is required to
develop and/or update its regional transportation plan based on a variety of factors every
four years. The recent passage of the federal reauthorization bill titled, “Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users” (SAFETEA-LU),
amended this requirement from three to four years.

In 2005, MTC adopted its most recent update of the regional transportation plan, titled
“Transportation 2030”. Transportation 2030 (T-2030) outlines specific “Calls to Action”
for each of the 14 areas listed within T-2030. These “Calls to Action” focus on the
following areas:

Road maintenance

Transit maintenance

State highway maintenance
Regional operations programs
Air quality

Broadening access to mobility
Providing lifeline transportation
Bicycle and pedestrian programs
Seamless transit

10. Land use

11. Safety

12. High-occupancy/toll lanes

13. Resolution 3434

14. Goods movement

00N OV L

Discussion:

Beginning this month, MTC staff has approached the Bay Area Partnership Board
regarding the development of a prioritized work plan for MTC and the region. Attached
for review and comment is a draft work plan that sets out a list of specific new and ongoing
efforts for specified “Calls to Action” that MTC staff has identified as high priority based
on timeliness, likelihood of success, and the level of interest by the public and decision
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makers. This item is scheduled to be agendized for review and discussion by the Bay Area
Partnership Board on October 3™ and by the MTC’s Planning and Operations Committee
on October 15™. Based on initial review, STA staff is recommending the following
proposed amendments be made to the list of T-2030 “Calls to Action — High Priority
Action Items.”

Road maintenance
STA staff proposed amendment:

1. Delete the following — Condition funds—Condition-funding for-road

2. Add the following - Restore Corridor Management as a regional priority in the
next RTP update and consider condition funding for corridor management on
implementation of freeway ramp metering program.

Lifeline

STA staff proposed new initiative amendment:

1. Add the following - Dedicate regional funding to CMAs to cover the costs for
administration of the new Lifeline Program and to monitor the
implementation of Lifeline funded projects and programs.

Land Use

Proposed new initiative by MTC staff:

Provide more land use planning funds-Expand Station Area Planning Program based on
_results of pilot program.

STA staff proposed amendment:

1. Add the following — Ensure provision of more land use Pplanning funds to expand
the Station Area Planning Program does not result in a reduction of regional
Junds being allocated for maintenance of local streets and roads, maintenance of
transit, and CMA planning activities.

State Highway Maintenance
STA staff proposed amendment:

1. Delete the following — Frim-the-STIP-to-support-the-SHOPP.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the Executive Director to
transmit a letter requesting amendments to MTC’s Transportation 2030 Calls to Action —
High Priority Action Items and Work Plan as specified.

Attachment:
A. MTC Memo dated September 19, 2005, Transportation 2030 Calls to Action — High
Priority Action Items and Work Plan
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ATTACHMENT A

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
M T TRANSPORTATION 0 Fighth Streec
Oaldand, CA 94607-4700
COMMISSION Tel: 510.464.7700

TDD/TTY: 510.464.7769
Fax: 510.464.7848

Memorandum
TO: Partnership TAC DATE: September 19, 2005
FR: Doug Kimsey and Lisa Klein W.L

RE: Transportaiion 2030 Calls to Action — High Priority Action Items and Work Plan

MTC’s recently adopted Transportation 2030 Plan outlines specific “Calls to Action” that MTC
and partner agencies should take to advance transportation projects, programs and policies in
support of the region’s goals and investment strategies. MTC is currently reviewing the status of
these Calls to Action and identifying high priority action items for a work plan to be pursued by
MTC and partner transportation agencies.

The Transportation 2030 Calls to Action are offered for each of 14 investment areas listed below.
The Calls to Action range from revising regional policies to pursuing new funding sources and
seeking legislative solutions:

“Road maintenance ' “Bicycle and pedestrian programs
Transit maintenance Seamless transit
State highway maintenance Land use
Regional operations programs Safety
Alr quality High-occupancy/toll lanes
Broadening access to mobility Resolution 3434
Providing lifeline transportation Goods movement

As it is now roughly six months since the adoption of the Transportation 2030, the time is ripe to
review the Calls to Action and develop a prioritized work plan for MTC and its partner agencies.
Attachment A sets forth such a work plan by identifying continuing and new initiatives for those
Calls to Action that we believe to be high priority based on timeliness, likelihood of success and
level of interest by the public and decision makers. The work plan is drawn from the information
shown in Attachment B, which catalogs achievements to date and remaining work to do for each
of the Transportation 2030 Calls to Action.

We welcome any comments or questions you may have on the work plan. MTC staff plan to
review these materials with the Partnership Board in late September and with MTC’s Planning
and Operations Committee on October 15, 2005.

JA\COMMITTE\Advisory\2005\09-05\6_T-2030 Calls to Action.doc
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Attachment A
Transportation 2030 Calls to Action
High Priority Action Items

Work Underwa

Road Maintenance

e Condition funds — Review proposed hybrid formula for
allocating 3" Cycle STP/CMAQ Program to local road
maintenance
Summer 2005 (Partnership, MTC)

e  Condition funds — Review proposed new allocation formula
for local road maintenance for next RTP update
(Partnership, MTC)

®  Strengthen Prop. 42 — Secure Prop. 42 payback and enact
legislation to prevent future suspension (Partnership)

Transit Maintenance

e Condition funds — Consider transit maintenance funding
allocation formula based on ridership and revenue
generation for $190 million in additional FTA Section 5307
funds

Summer 2005 (Partnership, MTC)

Improve Regional Operations Programs

®  Regional ramp metering — Complete implementation on I-
580 in the Tri-Valley and US 101 in San Mateo
(Caltrans, MTC & local jurisdictions)

Access to Mobility

Finish what’s been started — Complete remaining
Community Based Transportation Plans (CBTPs) by 2007
(CMAs)

¢ Target new Lifeline funds— CMAs to program new
Lifeline funds in 2006 (MTC & CMAs)

Lifeline cont.

Target new Lifeline funds — Leverage funds in existing
sales tax measures and encourage new measures to set aside
funding for CBTP recommendations (CMAs)

Clear incidents — Imp!émcnt recommendations to

New Initiatives

Condition funds — Condition funding for road
rehabilitation on implementation of freeway ramp
metering program (Partnership, MTC|

Extend useful life — Set aside resources to update and
enhance transit capital needs inventory and develop
software to track “State of Ideal Repair”

Summer 2005 (MTC, transit operators)

Regional ramp metering — Explore opportunities in
conjunction with I-680 Smart Carpool Project over
Sunol Grade (Caltrans, MTC & local jurisdictions,

improve incident management when review is complete
(CHP, Caltrans & MTC)

Complete instrumentation of the freeway for incident
response — Development and implementation of

freeway instrumentation projects to be funded through
state commitment (MTIC & Caltrans)

Enhance local demographic information — Amend

SRTP guidelines to include standards for operators to

collect demographic information on access to mobility
(MTC & transit operators) .

Enhanced use of taxis — Sponsor planning study and
pilot programs to test innovative use of taxi services
(MTC, transit operators & taxi companies)

Put local dollars to work — Seck additional funding for
projects identified in CBTPs
(CMAs & transit operators)
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Work Underwa

Lifeline cont.

Put local dollars to work — Encourage CMAs to continue
active engagement with community stakeholders (CMAs)

®  Make the land use connection— Monitor county HIP
programs with respect to incentives for low-income housing
(MTC, CMAs, local jurisdictions & transit operators)

®  Make the land use connection — Ensure that local agencies
adopt local area plans that include policies for low-income
housing, as required by TOD policy (MTC & CMAs)

Bicycle and Pedestrian

®  Routine accommodation — Complete study of routine
accommodation of non-motorized mobility needs and
articulate next steps (MIC, CMAs & Caltrans)

Seamless Transit

o Implement TransLink® — Support full TransLink® roll
out through completion (TransLink® Consortium)

e  Establish a system of regional hubs — Complete Phase 2 of
Transit Connectivity Study

End of 2005 (MTC & transit operators)

o Transit consolidation — RM2 Reégional Rail Plan will -
assess rail operator governance issues
(BART, Caltrain & MTC)

Summer 2005

® TOD policy — Continue station area planning efforts and
corridor planning
(MTC, ABAG, transit operators & local jurisdictions)

e TOD policy — Complete TOD study
End of 2005 (MIC)

®  Provide more land use planning funds — Evaluate pilot
Station Area Planning Program (MTC)

®  Provide more land use planning funds — Evaluate first
three years of T-PLUS program and consider renewal
(MTC, CMAs)

¢ Create smarter suburbs — Identify funding source to direct
some Station Area Planning grants to suburban communities
(e.g., eastern Contra Costa County, Sonoma and Marin
counties) (MTC)

®  Create smarter suburbs — Partner with CMAs to develop
county-level TLC programs partly aimed at suburban

communities (MTC, CMA4s)

Attachment A - High Priority Calls to Action
Page 2

New Initiatives

Develop more comprehensive data — Outreach and
education campaign in conjunction with release of the
bicycle and pedestrian collision analysis handbook

(MTC)

Improve customer information — Develop architecture
for assembling real time transit information from
operators in 511 and expand coverage

(MTC & transit operators)

Transit consolidation — Develop and implement
institutional and/or functional consolidation
recommendations (Operators, MTC)

Transit consolidation — Support Solano County’s efforts
at consolidation, as appropriate (Operators, MTC)

TOD policy — Develop TOD training and education
program
(MTC, ABAG, transit operators & local jurisdictions)

Provide more land use planning funds — Expand
Station Area Planning Program based on results of pilot

program (MTC)
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Work Underway

Land Use cont.

®  Joint interregional planning projects — Complete
interregional planning studies and identify next steps
(MIC, ABAG, MCOG, SJCOG, SACOG & affected CMAs)

®  Complete seismic retrofit — Assess seismic strengthening
need for Dumbarton and Antioch toll bridges
(MTC & Caltrans)

®  Coordinate security efforts — Integrate regional transit
security with overall urban security strategy
(MTC, California OHS & transit operators)

®  HOT legislation — Monitor state and federal legislative
efforts affecting HOT lanes (MTC & CMAs)

®  Try before we buy — Complete environmental studies for
two HOT lanes demonstration projects in Santa Clara
County (VTA4)

Resolution 3434
® TOD policy — Continue station area planning efforts and
corridor planning

(MTC, ABAG, CMAs, transit operators & local agencies)

®  Support Prop. 43 retention — Secure Prop. 42 payback and
enact legislation to prevent future suspension (Partnership)

®  Robust earmarks — Continue to support Resolution 3434
earmark requests in annual appropriations cycles

(MTC & transit operators)

Goods Movement

o I-880 corridor improvements and maritime projects —
Coordinate with BTH on state Goods Movement Action
Plan (MTC, Port of Oakland, EDAB)

Attachment A - High Priority Calls to Action
Page 3

New Initiatives

Complete seismic retrofit — Secure additional funding
for BART system seismic retrofit (MTC and BART)

Complete seismic retrofit— Implement AB 144,
including administration, contracting and financial
transitions (BATA, Caltrans)

Increase federal homeland security funding —
Advocate for more funding for transit security and direct
funding by need instead of formula

(MTC & transit operators)

Try before we buy — Initiate regional HOT lane analysis
later this year (MTC & Caltrans)

Try before we buy — Refine designs for local HOT lanes
based on experience in Minneapolis
(MTC, Caltrans & CMAs)

1-880 corridor improvements — Pursue earmark for
ITS/freight project in I-880 corridor and advocate for
projects in SB 1024

(MTC & Port of Oakland, Bay Area World Trade Center)

Options to expand capacity in I-580 — Work with Port
of Oakland and San Joaquin COG on short haul railroad
implementation plan (MTC, Port of Oakland, SJCOG)

1-880 and I-580 corridor improvements — Establish
local Freight Advisory Board to address various goods
movement issues (MTC, Partnership)

1-880 and I-580 corridor improvements — Work with
West Coast Corridor Coalition to take advantage of new
programs and flexibility in reauthorization

(MTC, Partnership)
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Agenda Item VI.C
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 15, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

RE: Countywide TLC Planning Grants for FY 2005-06

Background:
The STA Board issued a call for projects for Countywide Transportation for Livable

Communities (TLC) planning grant applications on December 8, 2004. The TLC planning
grants are part of the STA's effort to support community based transportation projects that
bring new vibrancy to downtown areas, commercial cores, neighborhoods, and transit
corridors, enhancing their amenities and ambiance and making them places where people
want to live, work and visit. The Countywide TLC goal is to provide funding for projects
that are developed through an inclusive community planning effort, provide for a range of
transportation choices, and support connectivity between transportation investments and
land uses.

The Countywide TLC Planning grant program originally was designed to accommodate a

~total of $50,000 in planning grants over a two-year period. However, staff has identified an
additional $75,000 for a total of $125,000 of federal TLC planning funds available to
allocate for FY 2005-06 (this includes carryover funds from FY 2003-04 and FY 2004-05).
The total amount of funds available for TLC Planning grants was confirmed as part of the
FY 2005-06 STA budget at the STA Board meeting on June 8, 2005.

STA has received five TLC planning grant applications submitted by the cities of Benicia,
Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, and Vacaville for a total requested amount of $215,000.
All projects submitted are consistent with the Solano Countywide TLC Plan and each
provides a local match of at least 20% in other funding or in-kind staff hours. TLC project
sponsors provided an overview of their projects to the Alternative Modes Committee at
their May 26th meeting. The Alternative Modes Committee directed STA staff to complete
an evaluation of the projects and provide the committee with a recommendation for further
discussion. Recently, Suisun City was successful in obtaining a separate source of funding
to complete their project and subsequently withdrew their application (see Attachment A).
This left four applications for funding considerations.

Discussion:

STA staff developed a TLC Planning Grant evaluation form (see Attachment B) based on
evaluation guidelines adopted by the STA Board on December 8, 2004. The evaluation
form was initially reviewed and commented on by planning staff that included Brigitta
Corsello (Solano County Resource Management Director), Brian Miller (City of Fairfield
Planning and Redevelopment), and Gerry Raycraft (Suisun City Planning and
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Redevelopment), and was forwarded to the Solano County Planning Directors Group for
further comments. STA staff finalized the evaluation forms based on input received and
sent it to an impartial panel of evaluators consisting of planning staff from the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC), the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD), and the Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD). The
following is a brief summary of their evaluation results:

Project Total
Sponsor Project Title Points Rank Grant Request | Recommendation
Alan Witt Park Transportation

Fairfield Linkage Design Project 99 1 $50,000 $50,000
Vacaville Creekwalk .
Extension/Eastern Downtown

Vacaville Vision 98 2 $25,000 $25,000
Rio Vista Rio Vista Waterfront Plan 73 3 $50,000 $50,000
Benicia Intermodal Transportation
Station Final LocationStudy | | | | ceee-
Benicia Project 56 4 $40,000
Total $165,000 $125,000

The evaluators agreed Fairfield, Vacaville, and Rio Vista submittals had the strongest TLC
components and awarded them the most points. While they all agreed Benicia’s project
was an important project with potential for TLC related activities, they scored Benicia’s
project with the least points due to the lack of a housing component and a station location.
The evaluators also agreed that the TLC planning funds might have been a better fit to plan

for improvements around the Benicia train station if a location was already determined
instead of using the planning funds to determine the location of the train station.

This item is also scheduled to be discussed with a recommendation made at the September
22™ Alternative Modes Committee meeting. STA staff will provide an update of the
recommendation and comments made by the committee.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following projects for
FY 2005-06 Countywide Transportation for Livable Communities Planning Funds as
specified:
1. City of Fairfield-Alan Witt Transportation Linkage Design Project ($50,000)
2. City of Rio Vista- Waterfront Plan ($50,000)
3. City of Vacaville-Vacaville Creekwalk Extension ($25,000)

Attachments:
A. Suisun City Project Withdrawal Letter
B. Countywide TLC Evaluation Form
C. FY 2005-06 TLC Planning Application Summaries
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ATTACHMENT A
JUN 3G 2005 CHMER

CITY COUNCIL CITY COUNCIL MEETING
James P. Spering, Mayor First and Third Tuesday
Every Month

Pedro “Pete” M. Sanchez, Mayor Pro-Tem
Jane Day

Sam Derting » CITY OF SUISUN CITY

Michael A. Segala

701 Civic Center Blvd.
Suisun City, California 94585

Incorporated October 9, 1868

June 28, 2005

Mr. Robert Guerrero

Associate Planner

Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Center; Suite 130
Suisun City, CA 94585

\f
Dear Mr. Gu&@v,l

The City of Suisun City formally is withdrawing its application for Transportation for
Livable Communities Design Planning funds. The application was for $50,000 over a 2-
year period for the planning of a Pedestrian/Bicycle path along the SR-12 frontage and
the downtown off-ramp, from Marina Boulevard to the Transit Center. As you know, we
have identified another source of funding for this planning activity.
An integral part of this important transportation improvement, however, is its integration
with the Transit Center itself, and its connectivity with the City of Fairfield and the
~ Solano County Government Center. Accordingly, we are hopeful for a future planning
grant and possibly construction funds for these system components. In the meantime we
will proceed with the planning of the facility between Marina Boulevard and the Transit

Center.

As always, thank you for yoiir help and cooperation.

Sincerely

cc: Sharon Wippern, Assistant Planner
Gary Cullen, Public Works Director
Nick Lozano, Associate Engineer

DEPARTMENTS: AREA CODE (707)
ADMINISTRATION 421-7300 s PLANNING 421-7335 & BUILDING 421-7310 ® FINANCE 421-7320
FIRE 425-9133 @ RECREATION & COMMUNITY SERVICE$ k31-7200 w POLICE 421-7373 & PUBLIC WORKS 421-7340
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 421-7309 FAX 421-7366
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STa

Solano Cransportation Authotity

ATTACHMENT B

Countywide Transportation for Livable Communities
Community Design Planning Program Evaluation Criteria
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Draft Countywide Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC) Community Design Planning Program
Evaluation Criteria

Program Purpose: To provide planning funds to local governments, transportation
agencies, and community-based organizations for exploring innovative design concepts
and plans that relieve congestion by alternative modes of transportation through an
inclusive, community-based planning process consistent with the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission's (MTC) and the Solano Transportation Authority's (STA)
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) program.

Total Available Funds: $125,000
Maximum Planning Grant Allocation Per Application: $50,000

TLC Goals

Support community-based transportation planning projects that:

1. Are developed through a collaborative and inclusive planning process that includes
broad partnerships among a variety of stakeholders such as public agencies,
community-based organizations and community stakeholders, and outreach to a broad
range of participants.

2. Improve a range of transportation choices by adding or improving pedestrian, transit,
and/or bicycle facilities, and by improving the links between these facilities and activity
nodes.

3. Support well-designed, high-density housing and mixed-use developments that are
well served by transit, or will help build the capacity for future transit investment and
use.

4. Support a community's infill or transit-oriented development and neighborhood
revitalization activities, goals, and policies.

5. Enhance a community's sense of place and quality of life.
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Countywide TLC Community Design Planning Program

Evaluator:
Total Points Awarded:
Project:
Project Sponsor:
Planning Fund Request:
Total Project Cost:
Local Match: Percentage of Local Match:

Proposal primarily focuses on one or more of the following:

1 ~Bicycle Facilities ' o

Pedestrian Facilities

Smart Growth/Infill/Land Use Planning

1. Study Need (Total Points: 4)

|. Does the planning proposal include an issue statement that clearly identifies the
purpose and need of the planning project along with the desired outcomes?

II. Does the planning proposal pertain to a defined physical location?

Hi. Does the planning proposal pertain to a physical setting where deficiencies exist
(or will exist), and which, if remedied, will provide significant community benefit,
attained by improving walkability and pedestrian safety with traffic calming, transit
access, and bicycling path improvements, including the closure of gaps?

Yes
No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Score

1117 Total Page Score:




Countywide TLC Community Design Planning Program

2. TLC Program Goals (Total Points: 4) Score
Does the planning proposal address High: Applicant provides clear and concise 4
one or more of the TLC program goals  information on how the project demonstrates how well

and demonstrates how well the goals one or more TLC Program Goals are met.

are met (refer to TLC goals in previous
page)? Med: Application infers how the planning project will 2

address the TLC Goals, but does not clearly
demonstrate how this will be accomplished.

Low: Applicant does not address the TLC program 0
goals in the application.

3. Project Scope (Total Points: 5) Score
|. Does the planning proposal describe a collaborative planning process by identifying:
LA. Community stakeholders (e.g., residents, business proprietors, property Yes 1
owners, neighborhood associations nonprofits, community-based
organization, etc), local governmental agency, and the transit operator that No 0

will be involved and their roles?

1.B. Outreach strategy to solicit input from a broad range of participants? Yes 1
No 0

Il. Does the planning proposal describe how the intended project outcomes including one
or more qf the following:

1LA. Community stakeholder participation and support? Yes 1
No 0
11.B. Plans for providing congestion relief through improvements to pedestrian, Yes 1
bicycle and transit facilities, and in particular improvements to strategic links
between transit nodes and activity hubs to encourage non-automobile use? No 0
HI.C. Plans for providing congestion relief through the development of higher density Yes 1
housing and mixed-use development near existing or planned transit infrastructure?
No 0

2118 Total Page Score:




Countywide TLC Community Design Planning Program

4. Project Administration (Total Points: 3) Score

I. Does the planning program clearly identify a specific work product that will guide the Yes 1
project to the next level of planning, and/or form the basis to compete for funding for capital

projects identified in planning process? No 0

Il. Does the planning proposal indicate if it will be completed within 2 years? Yes 1
No 0

lll. Does the project sponsor commit to pursuing the project recommendations, including Yes 1

subsequent planning activities, and to pursue preliminary engineering and construction

funds for capital projects as feasible? No 0

. Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (Total Points: 5) Sc

Is the planning project an adopted TLC candidate project identified in the STA's Yes 6

Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP)? And/or does the applicant reference the STA's

Countywide Pedestrian Plan and/or Countywide Bicycle Plan for pedestrian and bicycle No 0

riendly design concepts for consideration in their TLC Candidate project scope. The
edestrian and Bicycle Plan are part of the CTP's Alternative Modes Element.

STA staff determined)

3119 Total Page Score:




Countywide TLC Community Design Planning Program

Additional Factors (Total Points: 18)

I. Project Innovation:
To what degree does the
project demonstrate
innovation in project scope
and design? How is this
project more unique in
scope and type than other
candidate projects?

II. Community
Outreach: Does the
project demonstrate an
affective public outreach to
the community? (Focus on
project proposed, not just
on the quality of the
proposal)

lil. Land Use/
Transportation Links:
To what degree does the
project provide congestion
relief through support of
building higher density
housing and mixed uses
developments, connectivity
particularly in existing
downtowns, commercial
cores, neighborhoods, and
transit stops/ corridors?

High: Project addresses design and scope of work
thoroughly through innovative methods that have
traditionally not been done, created or experienced in
Solano County.

Med: Project attempts to address at least one area of
design and/or scope of work through innovative methods
that have traditionally not been done, created or
experienced in Solano County.

Low: Project's design and scope of work are limited and is
proposed to be completed by traditional methods.

High: Project sponsor thoroughly describes effective
methods to solicit input from the community (e.g. specifies
number of meetings planned, list of potential groups to
participate in the study, advertising techniques planned for
the public input, etc.)

Med: Project sponsor generally describes methods to
include public input.

Low: No description of community outreach efforts for the
planning project

High: Project, as a whole, encourages and supports higher
density housing, mixed use developments, or connectivity to
downtowns commercial cores, neighborhoods, and/or transit
stops/ corridors

Med: Project, in part, includes higher density housing,
mixed use developments, or connectivity to downtowns
commercial cores, neighborhoods, and/or transit stops/
corridors.

Low: Project does not include new higher density housing,
mixed use developments, or connectivity to downtowns,
commercial cores, neighborhoods, and/or transit stops/
corridors.

4120

Score

10

Total Page Score:




Countywide TLC Community Design Planning Program

IV. Low-income High: Application clearly defines how the project benefits a
Community: Does the low-income community. :
project serve a low-income

neighborhood, as Med: Application references benefits to low-income
demonstrated by Census community but does not provide details.

data on income and/or

poverty level compared to Low: Project does not benefit a low-income community.

the city or county as a

whole?

V. Local Match: To High: Project sponsor provides a local match and/or in-
what degree is the local kind services greaterthan 41%.

match/ in-kind match

offered as part of the Med: Project sponsor provides a local match and/or in-kind
pr opr(?)sed project's total services between 21%-40%.

cost?

Low: Project sponsor provides 20% match or less in local
or.

5121 Total Page Score:
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ATTACHMENT C
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Agenda Item VI.D
September 28, 2005

B

DATE: September 16, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager

RE: Legislative Update — September 2005 and STA’s Draft 2006 Legislative

Priorities and Platform

Background:
Each year, STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains directly to transportation

and related issues. On January 12, 2005, the STA Board adopted its 2005 Legislative Priorities
and Platform to provide policy guidance on transportation legislation and the STA’s legislative
activities.

Discussion:

The last day for any bill to pass in the State Legislature was September 9. The Interim Study
Recess is now in progress, and October 9 is the last day for the Governor to either sign or veto bills
passed by the Legislature. A current Legislative Matrix is included as Attachment A.

To help ensure the STA’s transportation policies and priorities are consensus-based, the STA’s
Legislative Platform and Priorities is first developed in a draft form and then distributed to member
agencies and members of our federal and state legislative delegations for review and comment prior
to adoption by the STA Board. Staff proposes that the STA TAC, Transit Consortium and Board
review the attached Draft 2006 Legislative Platform and Priorities and distribute for review and
comment in October, and then agendize for STA Board adoption in December. Recommended
additions have been noted in bold and recommended deletions with a strikethrough.

Recommendation:
Forward the STA’s Draft 2006 Legislative Priorities and Platform to the STA Board with a
recommendation to distribute for 30-day review and comment.

Attachments:

A. Legislative Matrix, September 2005
B. STA’s Draft 2006 Legislative Priorities and Platform
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ATTACHMENT B

Solano Transportation Authority
DRAFT 2006 Legislative Priorities and Platform

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES

1.

6:7.

Monitor and support, as appropriate, legislative proposals to increase
funding for transportation infrastructure in Selano County, such as
SB 1024, Seismic Retrofit Bond Act.

Oppose efforts to reduce or divert funding from transportation
projects.

Pursue federal and state funding for the following priority projects and
transit services:
a. 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange *

e [-80 HOV Lane

e North Connector

e Cordelia Truck Scales
Jepson Parkway Project*
Vallejo Intermodal Station*
Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service
Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Station*
Capitol Corridor Rail Service and track improvements
throughout Solano County

Support initiatives to pursue the 55% voter threshold for county
transportation infrastructure measures.

e a0 o

Monitor legislative efforts to merge or modify MTC and ABAG
governing boards and their respective responsibilities.

Monitor and support legislation increasing the percentage of STIP
funds from 1% to 5% to be used for project development
activities associated with Planning, Programming and Monitoring
(PPM).

Monitor the progress of the $3 bridge toll, support the implementation
of Regional Measure 2 funded projects, and eppese-efforts-to-divert
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DRAFT 20065 STA LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM

on-the Bay Bridge—monitor RM 2 clean-up legislation to ensure
Solano County’s priorities and representation are maintained.

A

7——Support efforts to prevent the future suspension of Proposition
42, diverting voter approved funds dedicated for transportation to the
state general fund.

Support federal and state legislation that provides funding for
movement of goods along corridors (i.e. I-80, SR 12, Capitol
Corridor) and facilities (i.e., Cordelia Truck Scales)

* Federal Priority Projects

Air Quality

2:1.

3:2.

4:3.

Monitor andreview-approvalthe implementation of the 2004 Ozone
Attainment Plan by EPA.

Support legislation, which ensures that any fees imposed to reduce
vehicle miles traveled, or to control mobile source emissions, are used
to support transportation programs that provide congestion relief or
benefit air quality.

Monitor legislation providing infrastructure for low, ultra-low and
zero emission vehicles.

Monitor and comment on regulations regarding diesel fuel exhaust
particulates and alternative fuels.

6——Support policies that improve the environmental review process

to minimize conflicts between transportation and air quality
requirements.
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11

7-6.

9.8.

10:9.

Monitor energy policies and alternative fuel legislation or regulation
that may affect fleet vehicle requirements for mandated use of
alternative fuels.

8——Support legislation to provide funding for innovative,
intelligent/advanced transportation and air quality programs, which
relieve congestion, improve air quality and enhance economic
development.

Support legislation to finance cost effective conversion of public
transit fleets to alternative fuels.

Support income tax benefits or incentives that encourage use of
alternative fuel vehicles, van pools and public transit without reducing
existing transportation or air quality funding levels.

Alternative Modes (Bicycles, HOV, Livable Communities, Ridesharing)

8.1. Support legislation promoting bicycling and bicycle facilities as a
commute option.

9.2. Oppose expanded use of HOV lanes for purposes not related to
congestion relief and air quality improvement.

3. Support legislation providing land use incentives in connection with
rail and multimodal transit stations — transit oriented development.

Congestion Management

H:1. Support administrative or legislative action to ensure consistency

among the Federal congestion management and the State’s
Congestion Management Program requirements.

1V. Employee Relations

1.

Monitor legislation and regulations affecting labor relations, employee
rights, benefits, and working conditions. Preserve a balance between
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the needs of the employees and the resources of public employers that
have a legal fiduciary responsibility to taxpayers.

2. Monitor any legislation affecting workers compensation that impacts
employee benefits, control of costs, and, in particular, changes that
affect self-insured employers.

V.  Funding

X:1. Protect Solano County’s statutory portions of the state highway and
transit funding programs.

XL2. Seek a fair share for Solano County of any state discretionary funding
made available for transportation grants or programs.

XI1.3.Protect State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) from use
for purposes other than those covered in SB 140 of 1997 reforming
transportation planning and programming.

XHI4. Support state budget and California Transportation Commission
allocation to fully fund projects for Solano County included in the
State Transportation Improvement Program and the Comprehensive
Transportation Plans of the county.

XIS, Support transportation initiatives that increase the overall
funding levels for transportation priorities in Solano County.

XV=6. Advocate for primacy of general transportation infrastructure funding
over high-speed rail project and Bay Area Ferry Authority.

XVET. Support measures to restore local government’s property tax
revenues used for general fund purposes, including road rehabilitation
and maintenance.

XVAES. Seek a fair share for Solano County of any federal funding
made available for transportation programs and projects.
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XVHE9.  Support legislation to secure adequate budget appropriations for
highway, bus, rail, air quality and mobility programs in Solano
County.

10.  Support efforts to pass a new federal transportation reauthorization
bill that maintains the funding categories and flexibility of SAFETEA
21, provides a higher level of overall transportation funding, and
provides a fair share return of funding for California.

11.  Support state policies that assure timely allocation of transportation
revenue, including allocations of new funds available to the STIP
process as soon as they are available.

12.Support legislation or the development of administrative policies to allow
a program credit for local funds spent on accelerating STIP projects
through right-of-way purchases, or environmental and engineering
consultant efforts.

13.Support or seek legislation to assure a dedicated source of funding, other
than the State Highway Account for local streets and roads
maintenance and repairs.

14 Monitor the distribution of state transportation demand management
funding.

15.35-Oppose any proposal that could reduce Solano County’s opportunity
to receive transportation funds, including diversion of state transportation
revenues for other purposes. Fund sources include, but are not limited to,
the Petroleum Violation Escrow Account (PVEA), State Highway
Account (SHA), Public Transit Account (PTA), and Transportation
Development Act (TDA) and any ballot initiative.

16.Support legislative proposals that authorize Solano County or the
Solano Transportation Authority to levy a vehicle registration fee to
fund projects that reduce, prevent and remediate the adverse
environmental impacts of motor vehicles and their associated
infrastructure.

VI Liability
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1.

Monitor legislation affecting the liability of public entities,
particularly in personal injury or other civil wrong legal actions.

VII. Paratransit

1.

In partnership with other affected agencies and local governments
seek additional funding for paratransit operations, including service
for persons with disabilities and senior citizens.

VIIL. Project Delivery

1.

HI:3.

IX  Rail

Support legislation to encourage the Federal Highway Administration,
Federal Transit Administration, and the Environmental Protection
Agency to reform administrative procedures to expedite federal
review and reduce delays in payments to local agencies and their
contractors for transportation project development, right-of-way and
construction activities.

“Support legislation and/or administrative reforms to enhance Caltrans

project delivery, such as simultaneous Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) and engineering studies, and a reasonable level of contracting
out of appropriate activities to the private sector.

Support legislation and/or administrative reforms that result in cost
and/or timesavings to environmental clearance processes for
transportation construction projects.

Continue to streamline federal application/reporting/monitoring
requirements to ensure efficiency and usefulness of data collected and
eliminate unnecessary and/or duplicative requirements.

In partnership with other affected agencies, sponsor making Capitol
Corridor Joint Powers Authority an eligible operator for state transit
assistance with funds to be apportioned to member agencies.
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2. In partnership with other counties located along Capitol Corridor, seek
expanded state commitment for funding passenger rail service,
whether state or locally administered.

3. Support legislation and/or budgetary actions to assure a fair share of
State revenues of intercity rail (provided by Capitol Corridor) funding
for Northern California and Solano County.

4.  Seek legislation to assure that dedicated state intercity rail funding is
allocated to the regions administering each portion of the system and
assure that funding is distributed on an equitable basis.

5. Seek funds for the development of intercity, regional and commuter
rail service connecting Solano County to the Bay Area and
Sacramento regions.

6.  Continue to monitor and evaluate the proposed $10 billion High
Speed Rail Bond scheduled for the November 2006 ballot.

XVIIIL Ferry

1.  Protect the existing source of operating support for Vallejo Baylink
ferry service, most specifically the Bridge Tolls—Northern Bridge
Group “1% and 2™ Dollar” revenues which provide a 5 percent and 2
percent set aside for transit operations and ferry capital, respectively.

2. Support the implementation of expanded Vallejo Ba(?/link ferry and
countywide express bus service funded from the “3™ Dollar” Bridge
Toll (Measure 2) program and oppose proposals to divert these funds to
other purposes than those stipulated in the expenditure plan for RM 2.

3.  Work with MTC to obtain an increase to the federal Ferryboat
Discretionary (FBD) Funds to provide an annual earmark for the Bay

Area, similar to Washington State and Alaska, with priority given to
existing ferry capital projects.

XI. Safety
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1.

Support legislation or administrative procedures to streamline the
process for local agencies to receive funds for road and levee repair
and other flood protection from the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA).

XII. Transit

1.

Protect funding levels for transit by opposing state funding source
reduction without substitution of comparable revenue.

Support an income tax credit to employers for subsidizing employee
transit passes.

Support tax benefits and/or incentives for transportation demand
management programs and alternative fuel programs to promote the
use of public transit.

In partnership with other transit agencies, seek strategies to assure

‘public transit receives a fair share of funding for welfare-to-work

social services care, and other community-based programs.

Support efforts to eliminate or ease Federal requirements and
regulations regarding the use of federal transit funds for transit
operations in large UZAs.

Support efforts to change Title 23 restrictions pertaining to use of
bridge toll revenues for federalized bridges for transit operations.

In addition to new bridge tolls, work with MTC to generate new

regional transit revenues to support the ongoing operating and capital
needs of transit services, including bus and ferry and rail.
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Agenda Item VLE
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 16, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager

RE: Marketing Consultant Services for STA, SolanoLinks, and SNCI

Marketing Plan 2006-2007 (Phase II)

Background:
The STA manages and markets a variety of transportation related programs and services.

This includes the design and implementation of the marketing objectives for the STA, the
SolanoLinks Transit program, and the Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI)
Program. The STA strives to inform the public about various transportation projects,
programs, and services through an annual report, newsletters, brochures, website, public
meetings, polling, community events and the media.

The STA also coordinates the marketing of SolanoLinks intercity transit services
countywide. This effort has included the development and updating of the SolanoLinks
brochure, wall maps, production of SolanoLinks bus passholders, a recent bus wrap, and
other activities.

To increase the use of carpooling, vanpooling, transit, bicycling and other alternatives to
single-occupancy vehicles, the STA’s Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI)
program markets its and partner agencies’ services countywide. This marketing program
has been traditionally accomplished through a variety of methods including brochures,
display racks, events, print and radio advertising, incentives, promotional items, direct
mail, press relations, employer and general public promotional campaigns, and freeway
signs. The STA has recently targeted the identity and branding of Solano Paratransit,
which resulted in the design of brochures and vehicles wraps to be implemented next
year.

Discussion:

The STA has retained a consultant, Moore Iacofano Goltsman (MIG), for the past three
years to assist in this effort. Earlier this year, the STA Board approved a budget
amendment and a time extension through December 2005 for MIG’s marketing services.

Staff has scheduled the next major marketing effort (Phase II) to begin in January 2006.
MIG assisted in the development of a draft outline for the marketing plan (Phase II).
Once approved by the STA Board, the marketing plan will be used to develop a Request
for Proposals (RFP) to advertise for the future marketing consultant. The selection of the
marketing consultant will be presented to both the Consortium and TAC for their review
in November prior to consideration by the STA Board at their December meeting.
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Phase Il is a two-year marketing plan for the STA as a whole and for STA managed
programs including SolanoLinks, Solano Paratransit, and SNCI. The goal is to increase
public awareness and to inform the public about the STA and these programs. Existing
strategies will be reviewed and new marketing methods will be developed and
implemented. This is a particularly advantageous time to promote alternative modes of
transportation due to the recent rapid increase in gasoline prices.

Fiscal Impact:
Funding for marketing consultant services is included in the approved FY 2005-06 STA

budget. The funds are a combination of STA Marketing, SolanoLinks Marketing and
SNCI Marketing. The contract amount for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08 will be brought
forward for approval at future Board meetings. The total two-year contract is estimated
not to exceed $170,000 ($85,000 per year). The cost breakdown for calendar year 2006
and 2007 is included as Attachment B.

Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. The proposed Marketing Plan (Phase II) for STA, SolanoLinks Transit, and SNCI
as specified in Attachment A; and
2. Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director
to release a Request for Proposals (RFP) for a two-year marketing consultant
services contract in an amount not to exceed $170,000.

Attachments:
A. Proposed Marketing Plan (Phase II)
B. Cost Breakdown of Marketing Consultant Services Contract
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ATTACHMENT A

Solano Transportation Authority
Proposed Marketing Plan (Phase II)

The STA manages and markets a variety of transportation related programs and services.
This includes the design and implementation of the marketing objectives for the STA, the
SolanoLinks Transit program, and the Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI)
Program.

The STA strives to inform the public about various transportation projects, programs,
and services through an annual report, newsletters, brochures, website, public
meetings, polling, community events and the media.

The STA also coordinates the marketing of SolanoLinks intercity transit services
countywide. This effort has included the development and updating of the
SolanoLinks brochure, wall maps, production of SolanoLinks bus passholders, and
other activities.

To increase the use of carpooling, vanpooling, transit, bicycling and other alternatives
to single-occupancy vehicles, the STA’s Solano Napa Commuter Information
(SNCI) program markets its and partner agencies’ services countywide. This
marketing program has been traditionally accomplished through a variety of methods
including brochures, display racks, events, print and radio advertising, incentives,
promotional items, direct mail, press relations, employer and general public
promotional campaigns, and freeway signs. We have recently targeted the identity
and branding of Solano Paratransit, which resulted in the design of brochures and
vehicles wraps to be implemented next year.

Marketing products and plans for 2006 and 2007 include, but are not limited to, the
following:

STA — Overall Agency

e STA Agency brochure “Working for You”: Redesign, rewrite, print color
brochure

e State legislative brochure: Redesign to be more user friendly. 16-page plus
cover, print color document with photos.

e Federal reauthorization booklet: Redesign to be more user friendly. 12-page plus
cover, print color document with photos.

e TEA-21 Reauthorization booklet: Redesign to more user friendly. 12-page plus
cover, print color document with photos.
2005 STA Annual Report design and production.
Development of newsletter concept and production.
Design of website elements.
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Annual Awards Ceremony.
Ribbon-cutting and ground-breaking ceremonies for transportation projects where
STA is the lead agency or partner agency.

SolanoLinks Intercity Transit

SolanoLinks brochure: Update and produce brochure to marketing current and
future services.

Promotional opportunities: Design and placement of advertising pieces in local
electronic and print media venues targeting Solano County residents.

SNCI:

Emergency Ride Home: Launch countywide Emergency Ride Home marketing
campaign.

Year-end employer/vanpool mailer: Develop mailer/calendar for SNCI client
distribution.

Development and promotion of local campaign for California Bike-To-Work
Campaign.

Development and promotion of Fall rideshare campaign.
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ATTACHMENT B

Cost Breakdown of Marketing Consultant Services Contract

Calendar Year 2006:
Solanolinks/STA $50,000
Paratransit $40,000*
SNCI $35.000
Total $125,000
Calendar Year 2007:
Solanolinks/STA $55,000
Paratransit $ 5,000
SNCI _$25.000

Total $85,000

*Funds previously allocated by the STA Board (7/13/05)
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Agenda Item VIIL.A
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

RE: Alternative Modes Fund Strategy

Background:
Several funding opportunities will be available for alternative modes projects in the next

three years. Attached is a summary of potential discretionary and competitive funding
opportunities. The Alternative Modes Committee will consider strategies to provide
funding for each of the alternative modes components: transportation for livable
communities (TLC), bicycle facilities, and pedestrian facilities.

The goal of the Alternative Modes Fund Strategy is to provide a concise means for
identifying anticipated funding sources for alternative modes project and to link projects
that would be the best candidates for that fund source.

Discussion:
The Draft Alternative Modes Funding Strategy is attached for review. The strategy
focuses on the following STA discretionary funding:

o County Transportation Enhancements (TE)

o Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ)

¢ FEastern Solano CMAQ (ECMAQ)

e Bay Area Air Quality Management District Transportation For Clean Air

(TFCA)

¢ Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District Clean Air Funds

o Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3

¢ MTC County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program

The combined amount of guaranteed funding to be programmed or recommended by the
STA from these funding sources is estimated to be $10.2 million for the next 3 years.

TE, CMAQ, TDA Atticle 3, and MTC County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program funding
sources have to be used for either TLC projects or bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
ECMAQ, TFCA, and Clean Air Funds are more flexible in that this source can fund TLC,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and/or transit facilities.

The Alternative Modes Fund Strategy attachment reflects the set-aside portion of the TE
and CMAQ funds for TLC projects. The majority of the ECMAQ funds are identified in
the “To Be Determined” category; however, STA staff is recommending $1.2 million is
set-aside for bicycle and pedestrian facilities and $1.5 million set-aside for TLC related
projects. This set-aside is relatively close to the amounts set aside for Bay Area source
funding such as CMAQ and TE.
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The clean air funds provided by the YSAQMD and the BAAQMD assumes that 50% of
the estimated county portion will be used for alternative modes. These funds are
included in the To Be Determined category.

Lastly, the strategy assumes providing a funding split of 1/3 for pedestrian facilities and
2/3 for bicycle facilities for TDA Article 3 and MTC County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Program. This subject is to be discussed by the Alternative Modes Committee and TAC
in a separate agenda item.

The funding amounts indicated in the strategy are preliminary and will be updated when
more current information is available. STA staff welcomes comments on this proposed
funding strategy and anticipates this item will be brought back for further discussion and
recommendation for Board action at the November 2005 Consortium and TAC meetings.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:
A. Alternative Modes Funding Program
B. Draft Alternative Modes Funding Strategy
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ATTACHMENT A

Alternative Modes Funding Program

Rev 9/13/05
Actual Funding Amounts
ICurrent Year Fund Programs Received to Date
Enhancements $1,629,000
TECA Program Manager Funds $185,000
Total Descrectionary $2,331.256
YSAQMD Clean Air Funds $190,000 funding T
[TDA Atticle 3 $327,256
$2,000,000
Fiscal Year 2005-06 BAAQMD Regional TFCA Funds (Applicati itted by Benicia)- $10
million available to Bay Area Pending Total Regional $2,341,000
ARM2 Safe Routes to Transit Program (Applications submitted by Fairfield and Competitive Funding |- R
Benicia)-$4 million available to Bay Area Pending
\MTC Regional Bic) Ped Program $341,000
Caltrans BTA- $8 million available statewide $562,000 Total State 6562.000
" . Competitive Funding '
Caltrans Safe Routes to School Program (Applications submitted by Benicia,
Fairfield, Suisun)- $24 million available statewide Pending
Total Alternative
Funds Received | $5,234,256
for FY 2005-06

Approximate
Target Funding
Amounts

-- - |Fiscal Year 2006-07
$1,080000 | Target Regional

Competitive Funding $1,680.000
BAAQMD Regional TECA Funds (Assumes 6% of $10 mil) $600,000
Caltrans BTA (Assumes 1% of 8mil) $80,000

Target State $320,000
Competitive Funding '
|Caltrans Safe Routes to School Program (Assumes 1% of $24 mil) $240,000
Total Target
Amount for FY $5,368,075
2006-07

pproximate
Target Funding
Amounts

Fiscal Year 2007-08 $1,080,000
Target Regional $1,920,000
$600,000 Competitive Funding e
$240,000
$80,000 Target State $320,000
Competitive Funding !
Caltrans Safe Routes to School Program (Assumes 1% of $24 mil) $240,000
Total Target
Amount for FY $5,726,977
2007-08

“Regional funding target based on Solano County's population share equal to about 6% of the San Francisco Bay Area.

**State competitive target based on Solano County's population share equal to about 1% of the State of California.



Approximate
Target Funding
Amounts

Fiscal Year 2008/09
MTC Regional TLC/HIP FY 08-09 (Assumes 6% of $18 mil) $1,080,000 Target Regional $1,680,000
Competitive Funding R
|BAAQMD Regional TFCA Funds (Assumes 6% of $10 mil) $600,000
Caltrans BTA Fiscal Year 06/07 (Assumes 1% of 8 mil) $80,000 Target State
Competitive Funding $320,000
Caltrans Safe Routes to School Program (Assumes 1% of $24 mil) $240,000
Total Target
Amount for FY $5,499,576
2008-09
Grand Target Total + Alternative Modes Fund
Received for Solano County Projects (FY 2005-06]  $21,828,884
to FY 2008-09)

Total Alternative Mode Funding Received for FY 2005-06
County Descretionary Funds  $2,331,256

Regional Competitive Funds  $2,341,000
State Competitive Funds $562,000

Total $5,234,256

Estimated Alternative Mode Fund Summary FY 2006-07 to FY 2008-09
County Descretionary Funds  $10,354,628
Regional Competitive Funds  $5,280,000
State Competitive Funds $960,000

Total $16,594,628

*Regional funding target based on Solano County's population share equal to about 6% of the San Francisco Bay Area.

**State competitive target based on Solano County's population share equal to about 1% of the State of California.
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ATTACHMENT B
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Agenda Item VIIL.B
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 16, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearing for FY 2006-07

Background:
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 4/8 funds are distributed to cities and

counties based upon a population formula and are primarily intended for transit purposes.
However, TDA funds may be used for streets and roads purposes in counties with a
population of less than 500,000, if it is annually determined by the regional transportation
planning agency (RTPA) that all reasonable unmet transit needs have been met.

Solano County is the one county in the Bay Area that has local jurisdictions using TDA
funds for streets and roads. Four out of eight jurisdictions currently use TDA funds for
streets and roads (Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and the County of Solano).
Annually, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), the state designated
Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the Bay Area, holds a public
hearing in the fall to begin the process to determine if there are any transit needs not

‘being reasonably met in Solano County. Based on comments raised at the hearing and
written comments received, MTC staff then selects pertinent comments for Solano
County’s local jurisdictions to respond to. The STA coordinates with the transit
operators who must prepare responses specific to their operation.

Once STA staff has collected all the responses from Solano County’s transit operators, a
coordinated response is forwarded to MTC. Evaluating Solano County’s responses,
MTC staff determines whether or not there are any potential comments that need further
analysis. If there are comments that need further analysis, MTC presents them to MTC’s
Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) to seek their concurrence on those
issues that the STA or the specified transit operator would need to further analyze as part
of the Unmet Transit Needs Plan.

If the transit operators, the STA and Solano County can thoroughly and adequately
address the issues as part of the preliminary response letter, MTC staff can move to make
the finding that there are no unreasonable transit needs in the county. Making a positive
finding of no reasonable transit needs allows the four agencies who claim TDA for streets
and roads purposes to submit those TDA Article 8 claims for FY 2005-06. All TDA
claims for local streets and roads are held by MTC until this process is completed.

Discussion:

The annual Unmet Transit Needs public hearing has been traditionally held in November
or early December. Planning has begun to schedule this meeting for the FY 2006-07
TDA funding cycle. A meeting date and location have been set for Wednesday,
December 7 at 5:45pm at the Suisun City Council Chambers. All transit operators are
encouraged to attend.
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Following the public hearing and public comment period, MTC will summarize the key
issues of concern and forward them to the STA to coordinate a response. STA staff will
work with the affected transit operators to coordinate Solano County’s coordinated
response.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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Agenda Item VII.C
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Intercity Transit Funding Agreement

Background:
The STA’s 1-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Corridor Study identified eight intercity bus routes in

Solano County, some of which are subsidized by more than one jurisdiction. The basis for
subsidy sharing for these routes varies. The Transit Corridor Study recommended developing
an annual and multi-year funding agreement (MOU) for intercity transit services as a part of
the next steps following completion of the study.

Of the eight intercity bus routes currently in service, six had subsidy sharing arrangements
among the participating jurisdictions. The subsidy shares are negotiated in agreements among
the participants, some of which are documented and others are not.

With the addition of Regional Measure 2 (RM2) funded service, there is now a ninth intercity
transit route — Vallejo Transit Rt. 92.

As listed below, the STA has been managing, marketing, and coordinating a variety of transit
studies and services in the past five years as well as becoming increasingly involved with
coordinating transit funding in the county.

e STA manages two transit services: Rt. 30 and Solano Paratransit which are
funded by multiple agencies; (and operated by Fairfield/Suisun Transit)

STA will manage the allocation of new Lifeline Program Funds;

STA funds and assists local transit studies;

STA markets and promotes transit through SolanoLinks and SNCI programs;
STA coordinates the Solano County Transportation Development Act (TDA)
claims and allocates STAF project funding which includes funding for intercity
bus routes; Unmet Transit Needs process; SolanoWORKs Plan and
Implementation; and Community Based Organization Transportation Plans.

The STA’s coordination of the annual multi-agency TDA matrix and the State Transit
Assistance Fund’s (STAF) project funding for the county has clarified and simplified the
claims process locally and regionally. Having a coordinated multi-year, multi-agency
funding strategy with predictability and some flexibility would help to further stabilize transit
service funding in Solano County.
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Discussion:

Transit agencies frequently have agreements among participating jurisdictions to share in the
operating subsidies required for service to their communities. Earlier this year, STA’s transit
consultant conducted nationwide research and presented a summary of subsidy allocation
factors and methodologies to the Consortium.

Three subsidy sharing options with various factors were presented and one was selected for
further testing. This methodology included ridership and vehicle miles as the key factors.
Data was to be collected from the transit operators to test the draft formula.

Staff has collected much of the data and has begun testing a variety of scenarios using these
two factors. These continue to be refined and summarized to show potential impacts on each
jurisdiction. A separate meeting with the transit operators and other funding partners to
review and discuss the results is planned for early October. This item is expected to return to
the Consortium and TAC in October and STA Board in December (there is no November
Board meeting) for action.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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Agenda Item VIL.D
September28, 2005

DATE: September 20, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Rio Vista Intercity Transit Proposal

Background/Discussion:

Rio Vista is proposing a service change that will include daily intercity service from Rio
Vista to Fairfield and Suisun City. It will also connect to Antioch and daily to Isleton in
Sacramento County (see Attachment). This proposal is planned to go into effect in
November 2005. STA staff has been requested to review and provide comment. For
further information, Rio Vista Transit staff will present this proposal to the Consortium.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. Rio Vista Transit Proposed Service Changes for November 2005
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ATTACHMENT A

Rio Vista Transit Proposed Service Changes
For November 2005

The City of Rio Vista is proposing to make major modifications to the Rio Vista
Transit system to improve the transit system efficiency, cost effectiveness and
mostly importantly, increase the farebox recovery ratio, in order to continue
receiving the State of California, Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds to
support the operation of the transit system.

The most important thing to note is that this service change is an enhancement
over the current service today. Buses will run later, on Saturday and continue to
provide the door-to-door service.

Listed below is an explanation on the new Rio Vista Delta Breeze transit system:

Rio Vista Delta Breeze Deviated Fixed Routes

Rio Vista Delta Breeze deviated fixed routes will consist of three new bus routes
that would take passengers within the City of Rio Vista and connect Rio Vista to
Isleton, Fairfield and Antioch. The deviated fixed route service are buses that
follows a route on a timed schedule, however with one hour advance notice to
the transit dispatcher, the bus will deviate or flex off route to pick up or drop off
passengers that live too far away from the route or are unable to walk to the bus
stop. There will be 32 bus stops located throughout the city for those who choose
to walk to a bus stop. The Rio Vista Delta Breeze routes will operate Monday
through Saturday from 6:30 am to 6:00 pm. There would be no service on
Sunday or on New Years Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day,
Thanksgiving Day or Christmas Day. The Rio Vista Delta Breeze routes consist
of the following:

Route 50 State Route 12 Express (Bass Route) between Isleton,
Fairfield and Rio Vista with guaranteed transfers to SCT/LINK for travel to
Lodi, Fairfield/Suisun Transit for travel to Fairfield, Suisun City, BART,
Vacaville or Benicia, Baylink Express for travel to BART, Vallejo or
Vacaville or Amtrak California Capitol Corridor for travel to Sacramento,
Oakland or San Jose.

Route 51 Rio Vista City Circulator (Sturgeon Route) serving Trilogy,
schools, shopping, senior center, government offices and other points of
interest with connections to Route 50 and 52.

Route 52 State Route 160 Express (Salmon Route) serving Antioch
with guaranteed transfers to Tri Delta Transit for travel to BART, Antioch
and Oakley and The County Connection for travel to Walnut Creek,
Concord and BART.

New fares for Rio Vista Delta Breeze will be instituted. Fares will be based on a
one-way price. Monthly Passes and 10-Ride Passes will be available at a
discount for users who ride frequently. The fares are listed below:
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Fare Category

General Fare (5-59

Seniors (age 60 or older),

years old) Persons with Disabilities
and Medicare Card
Passengers
Intercity to Isleton, Fairfield $4.50 $4.50

or Antioch

Monthly Pass - $85.00
(Includes all Routes)
10-Ride Pass - $36.00

Monthly Pass - $85.00
(Includes all Routes)
10-Ride Pass - $36.00

Within Rio Vista

$1.25
Monthly Pass - $35.00
10-Ride Pass - $12.50

75 cents
Monthly Pass - $20.00
10-Ride Pass - $7.50

Route Deviations 50 cents Free
Transfers to or from other Worth $1.25 discount | Worth $1.25 discount off base
Delta Breeze routes, off base fare fare

SCT/LINK, Fairfield/Suisun
Transit System, Tri Delta
Transit, The County
Connection, Baylink
Express (from Capitol
Corridor)

Children under the age of 5 are free, up to two children with a fare-paying
passenger; age 16 years old or older.
Personal Care Aftendants ride free.

Remember, that the routes are deviated fixed routes and with one hour advance
notice, the bus will deviate or flex off route to pick up or drop off passengers and
that transfers to travel to other cities are guaranteed and when Delta Breeze
arrives, the other transit operator’s bus or dial-a-ride vehicle would arrive at the
same time or within 5 minutes, so that there is no waiting, or fear of being left
behind.

Additional Transit Programs

Solano Paratransit would provide ADA complementary paratransit. ADA
eligible passengers would be able to use this service to access medical facilities,
shopping, recreation or other points of interest throughout Solano County. The
City of Rio Vista contributes $9,615 towards the administration and operation of
this program.

Fares range from $4.00 to $8.00 depending where you within northern Solano
County (Dixon - $6.00, Vacaville - $6.00, Fairfield - $4.00, Suisun City - $4.00).
Transfer opportunities are available to travel to Napa County, Vallejo and
Benicia. A multi ride ticket book is available for $15.00.

Service hours are from 7:00 am to 7:00 pm, Monday through Friday and 8:00 am
to 5:00 pm on Saturday. No service is provided on New Years Day, Memorial
Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day.
Reservations require at least 1 to 7 days in advance by calling (707) 429-2900.
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Complementary paratransit service is for persons who are unable to board a Rio
Vista Transit bus or access a Rio Vista Transit bus stop. It is recommended that
this service is promote to residents who need a service of this nature, so that no
duplicative trips are provided by Rio Vista Transit, which should or can be
provided by Solano Paratransit.

Fairfield/Suisun Transit System administers this service, including the application
process, the dispatching of vehicles, maintenance of vehicles and monitoring the
quality of the service.

A new Rio Vista Taxi Scrip Program would be implemented for Rio Vista
seniors (age 55 years old and older) and persons with disabilities traveling within
Rio Vista or to regional destinations utilizing Delta Cab.

In order for a person to be eligible for this program, they would need to show
proof of age or disability when purchasing taxi scrip books to the Finance
Department. Proof can include Drivers License, Medicare card, ID card, Regional
Transit Connection Card, Dial-A-Ride or Paratransit Card from another transit
operator or DMV placard.

This program would have a budget of $10,200 per year. With this budget, 1,020
taxi scrip books will be printed in a year. All taxi scrip will expire in one year to
prevent fraud. An eligible person for this program would be able to purchase up
to 2 taxi scrip books per month. Only 85 taxi scrip books would be available
within the one-month period.

We need your comments on the proposed Rio Vista Delta Breeze Transit Plan.
This is YOUR transit system. We want to make Rio Vista Delta Breeze
accessible to all. You can visit with John Andoh; the City's contract Transit
Coordinator at the following locations and times:

Six Community Workshops to be held throughout the City:

o Monday, September 5 — Rio Vista Swimming Pool from 1:00
pm to 3:00 pm

o Wednesday, September 7 — Rio Vista City Hall from 5:30 pm
to 7:30 pm

o Thursday, September 8 — Rio Vista Senior Center from
10:00 am to 12:00 noon

o Friday, September 9 — Trilogy Clubhouse from 10:00 am to

12:00 noon

o Wednesday, September 14 — Market on Main from 4:00 pm
to 7:00 pm

o Thursday, September 15 — Rio Vista Library from 4:00 pm to
6:00 pm
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Five Bus Ride Along Trips from 9:00 am to 12:00 noon on:
o Friday, September 2™ (Lodi)

Monday, September 12" (Fairfield)

Tuesday, September 13" (Lodi)

Wednesday, September 14" (Rio Vista)

Thursday, September 15" (Fairfield)

O O O O

The Transit Plan will be distributed at:

Rio Vista City Hall

Rio Vista Senior Center

Rio Vista Library

Fairfield Transportation Center
Lodi Station

South County Transit/LINK
Isleton City Hall

Rio Delta Unified School District
Rio Vista High School

On the Buses

Solano Transportation Authority

e}

O 000000 O0OO0OO0

For additional information about the proposed transit system changes, please
contact John Andoh, Contract Transit Coordinator with the City of Rio Vista at
209.374.6451. He can be emailed at jandoh@ci.rio-vista.ca.us. Comments can
also be mailed to him at John Andoh, Contract Transit Coordinator, City of Rio
Vista, Public Works Department, One Main Street, Rio Vista, CA 94571 or faxed
to (707) 374-5063. Comments will be accepted until Friday, September 23, 2005
at 5:00 pm

For route and schedule information, call Rio Vista Transit at (707) 374-2878.
You can also visit Rio Vista Transit on the internet at www.ci.rio-vista.ca.us
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Agenda Item VILE
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 15, 2005

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Anna McLaughlin, Program Manager/Analyst
RE: SNCI Monthly Issues

Background:
Each month, the STA’s Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) program staff provides

an update to the Consortium on several key issues: Napa and Solano transit schedule status,
Partnership Regional Transit Marketing Committee, Solano Welfare to Work, and
promotions. Other items are included as they become relevant.

Discussion:

1. Transit Schedules: The monthly transit schedule matrix was distributed to all Solano and
Napa operators the week of September 19™ via email. Based on the response received, an
updated transit matrix will be provided at the meeting.

2. Partnership’s Regional Transit Marketing Committee (RTMC): The next RTMC
meeting is on October 11®. Information from this meeting will be provided to the
Consortium at the October 26™ meeting.

3. Welfare to Work (Solano): The Low Income Flexible Transportation (LIFT) funding
agreement between MTC and the City of Rio Vista for a CalWORKSs vanpool project is in
effect. The final agreement among the STA, City of Rio Vista, and the County of Solano
who will be partners in implementing this project has been created by the STA and
extensively reviewed by the County and the City of Rio Vista. The STA has signed the
agreement. The County has reviewed the document and is scheduled to execute it the week
of September 19. The City of Rio Vista is expected to sign the agreement very soon as well.
This will set the groundwork for contracting with a commuter vanpool vendor and contacting
CalWORKSs clients in Rio Vista to take advantage of this project.

4. Promotions: Staff is working with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and
other Transportation Demand Management organizations in the Bay Area to support the
Great Race for Clean Air. The campaign will last throughout the month of September and
encourages individuals to try four different alternative modes (bus, ferry, rail, rideshare, bike
and walk) in four weeks. All trips are eligible, not just commute trips.

Participants have until the end of September to submit a description of the four modes that
they used during the month. This information can be submitted through the SNCI website.
Prizes include a Santa Barbara vacation, San Francisco Bay Cruise, and an iPod with Bose
sound dock. ’
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S. Events: SNCI has been staffing information booths at events where transit information is
distributed along with a range of commute options information. Recent events include the
first day of classes at Solano Community College, Silver Oak Cellars Health Fair in Napa,
and farmers’ markets in Rio Vista, Fairfield, Vacaville, Benicia, St Helena, and Napa.
Upcoming events include the Travis Air Show, benefits fairs at United Behavioral Health in
Vallejo and at St Helena Hospital, and farmers’ markets throughout Solano and Napa
Counties.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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